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Maastricht: sell out 
as planned 


One of the most predictable events of 
modern times was that Prime Minister John 
Major would proceed to last month’s 
Maastricht conference, engage in furious and 
protracted argument with his European 
partners and finally come home with a ‘deal’ 
that would be presented by the mass media 
as a personal triumph on the part of Mr. 
Major himself and a victory for Britain. 
Almost equally predictable was that many of 
those elements in the ruling Tory Party who 
beforehand had been apprehensive about 
how much the Premier would be prepared to 
give away at the conference would, upon his 
return from it, praise his performance to the 
skies and publicly proclaim their great satis- 
faction at the result gained. 

All this provided the essential scenario for 
an agreement at Maastricht which would 
propel the nations of Europe towards ever 
closer and deeper integration while at the 
same time dampening down the voice of 
protest back here in Britain sufficiently to 
smooth the path of the Tories towards the 
coming 1992 general election. In order to 


MAJOR 

Far from enjoying a ‘triumph’ at 

Maastricht, he gave away as much as it 
was politically safe to give away. 


accomplish the latter objective, some two or 
three points of difference with the Euro- 
integrators had to be found over which Mr. 
Major would dig in his heels and haggle, 
and then finally come out with what could 
be presented as important ‘concessions’ to 
British sovereignty — though in truth such 
‘concessions’ would be more cosmetic than 
real. 

And so it all came to pass. 

One memorable part of the act was when 
Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd appeared 
shortly afterwards before the TV cameras, 
his customary supercilious smirk even more 
pronounced than usual, and announced with 


great flourish that Britain had succeeded in 


getting the dreaded ‘f-word’ (the in-phrase 
for ‘federation’) struck out of the treaty. As 
we in this column pointed out last month, 
such a gesture would amount to nothing 
more than an exercise in semantics and 
would therefore be meaningless. What the 
Eurocrats are interested in is a transfer of 
actual power from the nation-states to the 
European bureaucracy; of much less interest 
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to them are the precise names by which that 
transfer of power is described. And transfer 
of power to Europe in consequence of Maas- 
tricht indeed there was. In the fields of 
environmental policy, consumer protection, 
international transport and communications 
and education further concessions were made 
to the European Commission. Much more 
important, the treaty spoke of Europe 
moving towards ‘‘ever closer union.” It 
should be plain to anyone in whom the 
power of thought has not completely evap- 
orated that this latter phrase is indicative of 
a path that can only lead, in the fullness of 
time, to a structure for Europe that is federal 
in essence even if not in name. 

The Spectator, today one of the few ‘res- 
pectable’ organs of journalism to approach 
European issues from anything resembling a 
patriotic viewpoint, described Maastricht as 
“a Pyrrhic victory’’ and maintained in its 
leader of the 14th December:- 


“The word ‘federal’ may have been 
removed, but the basic assumptions of the 
federalists have not been challenged. The 
speed of change may have been reduced, 
but the direction remains the same and the 
doctrine of ‘irreversibility’ © still 
reigns...MEPs have been given some but 
not all of the new powers they demanded: 
a few items have been ticked off the list, 
but the list remains, and the doctrine that 
the European Assembly should function as 
the parliament of a European state has been 
strengthened, not challenged, by these 
changes. Other federalist principles with 
far-reaching implications, such as the idea 
of ‘European citizenship’, have been 
allowed to pass almost without query. 
“So long as the basic assumptions of 
federalism are not confronted, the feder- 
alists will have the right to continue using 
all their question-begging metaphors of 
motion, claiming that we are still going 
‘forwards’, albeit a little less fast than they 
had wished...” 


It was clear in the run-up to Maastricht 
that Mr. Major could not possibly be party 
to an agreement to commit Britain to a 
single European currency at this stage 
without letting loose political storms at home 
which would gravely divide his party and 
provoke considerable alarm among the 
British public. It therefore became apparent 
that one result of the conference would be, 
once again, a concession to British sensib- 
ilities couched in words designed to placate 
but meaning very little in terms of actual 
substance. What transpired was that in this 
sector the treaty contained an ‘opt-out’ 
clause provided for Britain alone, instead of 
one available to every member. In the words 
of the Daily Mail report of the 12th 
December, this would allow Britain: ‘‘to 
decide whether and when it joins.”” What the 
‘whether’ and ‘when’ really mean are 


whether public and Tory Party opinion can 
be sufficiently softened up for consent for 
this step to be obtained and when exactly 
that softening up process will be regarded as 
sufficiently advanced for the step to be 
taken. The very fact that Britain alone 
retains the prerogative of being excluded 


from the single currency agreement is bound 
to create increased pressure for her to join. 
We can expect that pressure to be applied 
with ever greater intensity by our European 
partners, and we can expect accompanying 
pressure to be applied through the mass 
media — using all the familiar jargon about 
our not wanting to be the ‘‘odd man out” 
and needing to get out of the ‘‘slow lane,”’ 
etc., etc., etc. ad nauseam. 

It must be remembered that the terms of 
Maastricht never did stipulate the adoption 
of a single currency immediately, thus 
requiring from Britain a definite decision on 
the matter; the agreement reached by the 
other 11 nations was that there would be a 
vote on. the single currency issue by 1996 at 
the latest, followed by the setting up of such 
a currency by 1999 (which seems to indicate 
that the ‘vote’ beforehand has already been 
decided!). Just what is the likelihood that the 
British Government will at that time decline 
to join in? According to the leader in The 
Independent (December 11th):- 


“*... But when it comes to the big decisions, 
even the Bundesbank tends to be over- 
ruled. So the British are dragged along in 
the wake of everyone else, having wasted 
much diplomatic effort on justifying their 
negative position and keeping an escape 
route open. 

““The so-called opt-out, or opt-in, clause, 
leaving a final decision to a later parlia- 
ment, was a sop to the right wing of the 
Conservative Party. It had no other logic. 
If our major EC competitors form a 
currency union, there is no way Britain 
could afford not to be part of it. If they do 
not, where is the problem?” 


Here of course speaks the authentic voice 
of internationalism and the New World 
Order, unfettered by the need — as is the 
case with governing parties with elections on 
the horizon — to tone down language for 
fear of backlash. Our only quibble with The 
Independent's picture of things is that we 
would have deleted the words ‘‘could afford 
not” and replaced them with ‘‘would 
refuse.’’ If the British Government in 1996 
or 1999 is a Conservative one, as Mr. 
Major’s assumption must be that it will be, 
it will join a single currency because that is 
the policy to which it has been wholly 
committed from the outset, notwithstanding 
the need to hedge its bets beforehand for 
domestic political purposes; it will not be 
because it ‘‘could not afford’’ to do other- 
wise. 

The other issue on which the Tory press 
has trumpeted a Major ‘victory’ has been 
that of the so-called ‘Social Chapter’, the 
proposal that the EC should lay down a set 
of laws covering conditions of labour, 
including limits on working hours and curbs 
on overtime and part-time working. Mr. 
Major’s success in getting this clause struck 
out of the treaty amounts to no more than 
the scoring of a very minor point — and 
even there his justification of the British 
Government’s stance was an entirely 
wrongly conceived one. Britain opposed the 
proposition on pragmatic grounds rather than 


grounds of principle: because it would, if 
adopted, do harm to her economy, not 
because there is a fundamental objection to 
the idea that conditions of labour in Britain 
should be decided by foreigners. As The 
Spectator put it:- 


“But even in this area the search for 
practical advantage has utterly obscured the 
more important question of principles. The 
argument was conducted not in terms of 
whether Europe should have the right to 
dictate such areas of legislation, but merely 
in terms of whether the particular type of 
legislation outlined in the draft treaty was 
likely to be good or bad for the economy. 
Had the Social Chapter been full, instead, 
of suggestions from the Adam Smith 
Institute, one senses that Mr. Major would 
have passed it without a qualm.”” 


All in all, the Maastricht conference 
amounted, from Britain’s point of view, to 
as near to a sell out as it was possible for 
the Government to go given the current 
situation at home. Thg fact that, by not 
going further, Mr. Major provoked the 
glares and sighs of M. Jacques Delors and 
other Euro-fanatics present is, if anything, 
more dangerous than if he had basked in the 
sunlight of their approval. The European 
President being as he is the man whom 
Britain loves to hate, a posture displeasing to 
him could plausibly be presented to the 
British public as one by which Britain’s vital 
national interests had been stoutly defended 
—whereas the reality is that they have been 
betrayed as comprehensively as it is at 
present safe to betray them. 

There are of course a great many political 
simpletons among the British public who 
will fall for the Maastricht ‘package’ and 
believe it to represent a good deal for this 
country. We would repudiate their analysis 
while not questioning their basic patriotism. 
It is difficult, however, to place in the 
category of ‘simpletons’ the likes of Mrs. 
Margaret Thatcher and Mr. Norman Tebbit, 
who have had experience of government and 
ought to know something of the way the 
world works. Both congratulated Mr. Major 
on the agreement he obtained at the confer- 
ence. In view of their declarations made 
beforehand in opposition to the single 
currency, and the Prime Minister’s complete 
failure to give any undertaking that Britain 
will reject it, we can only conclude that 
Maggie and Ted have been persuaded in the 
intervening period that keeping the Tory 
ranks solid in preparation for the coming 
election transcends all other priorities. Of 
course it would, wouldn’t it? 


Something rotten... 


Subsequent to our comments last month 
on the events surrounding the death of 
Robert Maxwell, new revelations have come 
to light concerning swindles by this flawed 
tycoon on a scale almost beyond human 
imagination, in particular his robbing of his 
own employees’ pension fund to the tune of 
countless millions. | 

But the exposures of what was going on 
within the Maxwell empire do much more 


than cast an unfavourable spotlight on 
Captain Bob himself; they provide a mind- 
boggling glimpse into the state of Great 
Britain in the final quarter of the 20th 
century. Indeed, a fictional novel based on 
Maxwell’s myriad of shady commercial 
enterprises might well be considered to be as 
much a portrayal of the society of the rich 
and the powerful of which he formed part as 
of the man himself taken as an individual. 

For the question which increasingly 
emerges from current investigations might be 
succinctly phrased as follows: did Maxwell 
do it all on his own? 

Quite clearly, underhand dealings of the 
magnitude now being unravelled must have 
had the complicity, not only of many other 
people (including eminent and influential 
ones), but whole institutions hallowed as 
part of that network we are accustomed to 
referring to as the ‘establishment’ and 
venerated as pillars of our traditional 
‘democracy’. 

Paul Johnson, writing in the Daily Mail 
on December 7th, hinted at this in an article 
entitled ‘Now we must flush out the whole 
truth’. Speaking of what he called ‘‘a 
general tendency to heap the blame exclus- 
ively on Maxwell’s broad shoulders,’’ he 
went on to say:- 

“...But it defies belief that Maxwell’s 
nocturnal practice of transferring enormous 
sums — sometimes lawfully, sometimes not 

— from public companies and pension 

funds to his private networks can have 
been possible without anyone realising. 
“We need to discover how it happened and 
bring it into the light of day. We must also 
find out, as quickly as we can, why the 
laws are too weak to restrain such activities 
as Maxwell’s, and the regulatory agencies 
are unable to detect them. For, unlike 
many City swindles, this was not a 
victimless fraud.” 

Suggesting that in this matter not only 
Maxwell but a whole country and a whole 
system were in the dock, Johnson continued 
with the plea that four areas in particular 
required urgent investigation. Naming one of 
these, he said:- 


“First, since Maxwell had been judged 
unfit to run a public company as long ago 
as 1971; what were the various regulators 
doing while he built up his crazy pyramid 
of debt and fraud — and acquired seem- 
ingly unlimited access to an enormous 
pension fund? 

‘Indeed. what were the politicians doing 
— apart from attending Maxwell’s lavish 
entertainment? 

“We need to avoid a hunt for scapegoats, 
but it is a legitimate matter of public 
concern how a man with Maxwell’s record 
managed to establish himself so solidly at 
the apex of power.” 


What were the regulators doing? Even 
more to the point, what were the politicians 
doing? These are precisely the questions that 
ought to be in the forefront of our minds, 
and we should be grateful to Mr. Johnson 
for asking them. Indeed there is some 
evidence that as long ago as 1984 the 


Contd. overleaf 


Page three 


| WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


Labour Party was in possession of some 
information concerning Maxweil’s nefarious 
dealings but chose to close its eyes to the 
matter. It would of course be impolite to 
question whether this had anything to do 
with the fact that Maxwell was one of the 
party’s main financial backers and more-over 
controlled the one remaining national daily 
newspaper which supported Labour. 

Maxwell’s Labour connections — he was 
in fact at one time the party’s MP for Buck- 
ingham — naturally raise again the question 
of what an archetypical ‘capitalist’, indeed 
one who represents the capitalist system in 
its most obnoxious form as portrayed by 
numerous socialist storybook writers, is 
doing supporting the party that is supposed 
to be pledged to putting an end to such 
evils. Was Captain Bob mistaken in his 
assessment of Labour? Or is the party 
something other than what it seems to its 
millions of cloth-capped voters? 

But Mr. Johnson is not finished. After 


touching upon Maxwell’s Labour Party 


associations, he raises another matter 


certainly calling for examination:- 


“Third, we must investigate Maxwell’s 
relationship with his bankers. The big 
banks, which are virtually nationalised 
institutions in terms of their establishment 
privileges, are currently overcharging 
ordinary private customers and hounding 
many small businesses into extinction, in 
order to balance huge sums lent to Third 
World governments and large-scale 
plungers like Alan Bond. 

“How did a man like Maxwell, who had 
‘This man is dangerous’ written all over 
him in letters two feet high, manage to 
persuade senior bank executives to hand 
over to him hundreds of millions of their 
depositors’ money? Who exactly were 
these generous, gullible fellows? What is 
their explanation? And are they being dealt 
with?” 


These are of course essentially questions, 
albeit ones of a highly rhetorical nature. The 
answers to them can at the moment only be 
speculated upon, and indeed may never be 
provided to proper satisfaction. The 
questions do, however, do us yet another 
service in as much as they invite a serious 
re-examination of our great and mighty 
banking institutions, their role in the system 
by which we are governed, their probity and 
indeed their ultimate global objectives. Mr. 
Johnson obviously uses the words ‘generous’ 
and ‘gullible’ as terms of sarcasm, as the 
evidence he cites of small businesses being 
hounded into extinction hardly merit either 
in any serious context. 

Dismissing as unlikely in the extreme the 
proposition that the big banking fatcats’ 
dealings with Maxwell could be put down to 
incompetence, we have only two alternative 
solutions on offer. One, which cannot be 
ruled out, is that there was bribery and 
corruption on a gargantuan scale. The other 
— perhaps even more disturbing — is that at 


va e 


the most elevated level of banking there is 
seen to be a community of interests with 
people of Maxwell’s ilk which completely 
transcends all normal business ethics as we 
mere Britons have been led to understand 
them. Is there in fact a global financial 
network, embracing a self-appointed élite of 
big business predators with loyalty to no 
recognisable country, who work for each 
other and for the network as a whole in 
accordance with rules and standards comp- 
letely outside our comprehension and in 
pursuit of aims of which we are never 
allowed to get even the smallest glimpse? 

Whatever the answer to this latter 
question, one thing is clear: the revelations 
arising out of the collapse of the Maxwell 
empire might be likened to the lifting of a 
huge stone which has lain in place for a long 
time. Most of us expected some slimy 
creatures to crawl out from underneath, 
blinking before the blinding light of 
exposure. But very few were prepared for 
the real extent of the vermin actually 
discovered and the sheer scale of their 
malignant operations. 

The people of Britain, through their news- 
papers, have been given a fleeting view of 
the interiors of the palaces of power: those 
places wherein so many thought there dwelt 
the virtuous and the public-spirited — as 
implied in the suppositions of ‘democracy’. 
The stink hitting the nostrils has surprised 
even the most hardened critics of the system. 
Let’s hope the experience proves to be an 
educative one! 


Tackling the symptoms, 
not the cause 


The Government, its nostrils scenting the 
danger of lost votes in the coming general 
election, has come up with a scheme to 
provide relief for some of the many 
thousands of mortgagees presently facing the 
prospect of repossession of their homes due 
to their inability to meet the crippling 
interest charges on their loans. 

The essence of the scheme is that the 
mortgagees, instead of continuing to buy 
their properties, will become tenants of those 
properties, and as such will qualify for 
housing benefit. The housing benefit will be 
paid by the Department of Social Security, 
i.e. the Government, and will therefore 
come indirectly out of taxes. But this outlay 
will be offset by the reduction of income tax 
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relief for the mortgagees in question and in 
that of the cost of accommodation provided 
for those families whose homes have been 
repossessed — presently running at £1,000 
million a year. 

The properties will be taken over by 
housing associations, which will be enabled 
to pay for them by means of special low 
interest loans from a fund provided jointly 
by the various building socities. But of 
course the building societies will not be 
offering these low interest rates from out of 
the goodness of their hearts; they will be 
compensated by receiving what has been 
called ‘‘equity appreciation participation’’ in 
the properties in question. This means, 
apparently, that they will have a share in any 
rise in prices if the properties are sold 
during the eight to ten years the housing 
associations will have in which to repay the 
loans. 

One part of the scheme is that former 
mortgagees who become tenants in the way 


described will have the option of buying’ 


back their properties if their finances 
improve. 

What is abundantly clear from this scheme 
is that there will be no home-occupier taking 
part in it who will not end up paying out 
considerably more money than he did 
formerly. Some, having reverted to the 
status of tenants, will never be in a position 
to change that status, and will thus have 
been forced to throw away that portion of 
their money which they had formerly 
invested in buying their property. Others, 
who may be lucky enough to revert to 
paying their mortgages with the coming of 
better times, will only achieve ownership of 
their homes later in life — in the case of 
some, a good deal later in life — and they 
will have been forced to throw away what 
they paid in rents during the time of their 
tenancy. 

All that the scheme will do, in effect, is 
screw yet more money out of the unfortunate 
British householder while leaving the money- 
lenders no worse off and in most cases 
better off. It will do nothing whatever in the 
way of tackling the real evil that lies at the 
bottom of the whole tragedy of the nation’s 
dispossessed former home-owners: the iniq- 
uitous debt system whereby the nation is in 
pawn to the barons of interest-slavery. At 
the root of the whole racket lies the 
privilege, granted by the Government to the 


moneylending industry, of creating ‘loans’ 
out of nothing and thereafter being paid 
interest for so doing. To get to grips with 
this evil would require a revolution, and it is 
a revolution that none of the currently 
‘respectable’ political parties are prepared to 
undertake. All that the latest scheme 
amounts to is ‘‘Have a home now — pay 
later.” It solves nothing — except perhaps 
the Major Government’s problem of a threat 
of reduced popularity when polling day 
comes along. But that of course was its sole 
purpose in the first place. 


Beware the plagiarists! 


Elsewhere in this issue an article appears 
which focuses on the rise of nationalism 
across Europe and examines the prospects of 
such a movement gaining large-scale support 
in Britain. Our magazine naturally views 
such a prospect as an extremely welcome 
one. We nevertheless must recognise that the 
emergence to popularity, even. ‘respect- 
ability’, of nationalism in this country will 
bring with certain dangers against which we 
should be on our guard. 

We were reminded of this danger by an 
article in The Economist on December 7th in 
which the same theme of nationalism in 
Britain was under review. The article quoted 
a former minister who was described as 
being ‘‘close to Mrs. Thatcher during most 
of the 1980s’’ as saying that European union 
could provide a seedbed for a new kind of 
nationalist politics, and that: ‘‘It will have to 
be a splintering off from the main parties, 
and it will start off with people saying: these 
laws don’t have to be obeyed because they 
don’t have any legitimacy...” 

In other words, there could be a new 
party formed from out of the ranks of dis- 
contended Tories just as the Social Demo- 
cratic Party was formed some years ago 
from out of the ranks of discontented 
Labourites — with the difference that the 
potential for a party would be likely to be 
far greater because the more clear-cut the 
nature of the issues separating it from its 
parent organisation and the greater its appeal 
to hitherto unsatisfied yearnings among the 
British public. 

Such a development would most probably 
not be unwelcome to the sort of people who 
constitute the ‘Western Goals’ group, which 
hosted the recent visit of French Front 
National leader Jean-Marie Le Pen to 
London. As part of the press coverage of 
this event, one of the hosts was quoted as 
saying that there was room for the emerg- 
ence in Britain of a party similar to Le 
Pen’s. Is the ground, then, being prepared 
for a new political group which will aim at 
rallying patriotic forces in this country? 
There is some evidence for thinking that it 
may be. 

So what is this magazine’s reaction? Our 
reaction is very simple: there is no need for 
such a new party in this country because one 
already exists. That party is the British 
National Party. To those who want to see 
the emergence of a political group which 


will rally patriotic forces in Britain, there is 
a simple course to be taken: they can join 
the British National Party and help to build 
it up into a power in the land comparable to 
that represented by the Front National in 
France. Such a thing is possible — if all 
those who want it to happen combine 
together to make it happen. 

But there are some, unfortunately, who 
will not accept such a view. 

They will not give recognition to the 
pioneer work done by the BNP to lay the 
foundations for such a party in the 1980s. 
They will not acknowledge that people other 
than themselves, by appreciating the need 
for a new political force much earlier than 
they did, and by taking the initiative to 
create such a force at a time when they were 
still dallying about in the Tory Party hoping 
for something that would never happen, have 
given proof of greater foresight and greater 
courage than they have, and therefore have 
established a greater claim to the confidence 
of the British public. 

Instead, what they would like to do 
(whether they ever do actually do it is still a 
matter of conjecture) is pirate for their own 
convenience parts of the policy manifesto of 


the BNP (while rejecting parts that are not 


so convenient), and come out and boldly and 
presumptuously proclaim themselves as the 
saviours of Britain, having from the noblest 
patriotic motives (of course) come to reject 
the policies of betrayal adopted by the Tory 
Party and launched their movement of 
rebellion against those policies. | 

It has all happened many times before — 
indeed it might be regarded as a very 
common phenomenon in politics and among 
politicians. The tendency was admirably 
described by a writer in Central Europe 
earlier this century, thus:- 


“As soon as a new movement is founded 
and has formulated a definite programme, 
people of that kind come forward and pro- 
claim that they are fighting for the same 
cause. This does not imply that they are 
ready honestly to join the ranks of such a 
movement and thus recognise its right of 
priority. It implies rather that they intend 

to steal the programme and found a new 

party on it. In doing this they are shame- 

less enough to assure the unthinking public 
that for a long time they had intended to 
take the same line of action as the other 
has now taken, and frequently they succeed 

in thus placing themselves in a favozrable 

light, instead of arousing the general 

disapprobation which they justly deserve. 

For it is a piece of gross impudence to take 

what has already been inscribed on 

another’s flag and display it on one’s own, 
steal the programme of another, and then 

to form a separate group as if all had been 

created by the new founder of this 

group...” 

This, as we have acknowledged, has not 
yet happened in the Britain of the 1990s, 
although there were several attempts to do 
the same thing during the 1970s, all of them 
ending in abject failure and their self-pro- 
claimed ‘leaders’ being consigned to 
oblivion as a result of their incompetence, 


their cowardice, or both. However, there is 
every possibility that it may yet happen — 
and should the BNP continue its present rate 
of progress and show that mass popularity is 
possible for a movement of British Nation- 
alism we can almost guarantee that it will 
happen. 

If/when it happens, we will be entitled to 
say to its founders and would-be leaders: 
Where were you in days gone by when our 
activists were standing on cold and lonely 
streets selling their newspapers to a then 
uncaring public? Where were you when 
these activists were battling, outnumbered, 
against vicious red mobs? Where were you 
when we were conducting our campaign, 
against bitter persecution, to warn the British 
public against the dangers of multi-racial- 
ism? Where were you when the editors of 
this magazine and its allied paper British 
Nationalist were flung into jail for speaking 
out against the Third World invasion of 
Britain — were you expressing public 
outrage at their treatment? (because if you 
were we didn’t hear you!). Where were 
you, years ago, when we were warning 
people in Britain against the disastrous 
consequences likely to follow from British 
membership of the European Community? 

Long after we had taken up the cudgels in 
these causes, these people were nowhere to 
be seen or to be heard. Most probably they 
were to be found tucked away safely within 
the bosum of the Tory Party, perhaps 
emitting a few mutterings of unease against 
current policies when in the safe company of 
their closet friends, but never venturing out 
into the public arena and fighting against 
what was going on. 

So — should any of these people in the 
future hoist the flag of British Nationalism, 
albeit in watered down form, and invite the 
people to join in their crusade for Queen and 
Country, there are only two possible res- 
ponses. i 

The first will be to tell them to join the 
BNP. 

Then, if that fails, the only appropriate 
words are two in number, short in length — 
and unfit to print in these columns! 


Goodbye Gorby! 

The end of 1991 witnessed the almost 
complete political demise of one-time Soviet 
leader Mikhail Gorbachev, darling of the 
chattering classes the world over. 

The latter never could understand why 
their hero never achieved the popularity 
among his own people that he enjoyed in the 
West, but the explanation is simple: 
Russians, unlike westerners, do not evaluate 
their leaders according to their devotion to 
abstract ideals or their capacity for pretty 
rhetoric, they judge them in terms of their 
ability to govern — and by that standard 
Gorbachev was a spectacular failure. 

The world is moving away from times 
when idealism and talk will suffice. The 
Gorbachevs will meet their nemesis, and the 
men of action and of deeds will come into 
their own. 
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THE BEGINNING of a new year is 
always a good time to take stock: to 
look back at where we have come from 
and to look forward to where we are 
going, to take encouragement from our 
successes and learn something from 
our errors. Such a stocktaking is 
especially desirable among those who 
wish the cause of British Nationalism 
to prosper. 

12 years ago this very month there 
occurred a painful but perhaps nec- 
essary schism in the patriotic 
movement in this country. We say 
painful because undoubtedly that 
schism was heartbreaking and demor- 
alising to many people who in the 
years before had sacrificed much to 
build the movement up — painful also 
because, equally without doubt, it 
contributed to rendering the movement 
politically impotent for a long time to 
follow. 

But we also say perhaps necessary 
because in 1980 there was brought to 
a head a conflict between two clearly 
irreconcilable views concerning the 
type of movement we were to be and 
the nature of our path forward. There 
were many at the time — and those of 
us who produce this journal were 
among them — who hoped that this 
conflict could be resolved by peaceful 
and friendly discussion, out of which 
reason might prevail. But our hopes of 
this outcome were dashed by the 
attitude of others, who were deter- 
mined that there should be a parting 
of the ways and the perpetuation of 
internecine warfare until one 
combatant collapsed exhausted, unable 
to carry on any longer. 

Reluctantly, we in the end were 
driven to acceptance that this was the 
only way by which the schism could be 
brought to a conclusion, and we 
revised our strategy accordingly. 


THE CONFLICT 


So what was the nature of the 
conflict? What were the irreconcilable 
views? 

On the one hand, there were those 
who held that the nationalist move- 
ment should challenge and fight the 
political establishment — but by use of 
the traditional methods of that very 
same establishment, in other words by 
the embracing of the racket which 
masquerades under the name of 
‘democracy’; that the kind of party 
serving as the instrument to wage our 
struggle should be a party constituted 
largely in the spirit and structure of 
the parties of old — the parties that 
have presided over the decline and fall 
of Britain and the destruction of the 
British Empire. 
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1992: 
Time to 
face 
reality 


NOW ONLY THE BRITISH 
NATIONAL PARTY 
COUNTS IN THE BATTLE 
FOR RACE AND NATION 


On the other hand, there were those 
who believed that the only effective 
way forward lay in the formation of a 
party that would be welded into an 
‘instrument of steel’, a closely-knit, 
highly disciplined and, above all, 
powerfully led organisation which in 
spirit and structure more resembled an 
army at war than a political party as 
understood within the present system. 

Much of the divergence revolved 
around this vital question of the 
character and method of leadership. 
Those who entered into conflict with us 
were deeply attached to the habit of 
rule by committees and decision by 
voting majorities. We, on the other 
hand, believed with utter conviction 
that true leadership comes from the 
individual personality: that there 
should be one strong leader with the 
power to make decisions for the whole 
party, and then under him a series of 
subordinate leaders who would be 
vested with similar powers of decision 
within their own respective spheres of 
authority and responsibility. 

But there was more to the conflict 
than this; it became a conflict which 
involved two irreconcilable views as to 
the nature and role of ideology. 

Our adversaries believed that in 
ideology there lay the holy grail that 
would provide the patriotic movement 
with the key to political success. First 
there must be an exhaustive debate on 
the question of ideology, out of which 
it was presumed that the correct ideo- 
logy would emerge by means of Hegel- 
ian dialectic. Then, when that elusively 


correct ideology had been discovered, 


the way forward would be found and 


success assured. Ideological rectitude, 
rather than the leadership of indiv- 
iduals, would be the movement’s infall- 
ible guide. A piece of paper on which 
were printed the absolutely correct 
ideological principles, forged through 
endless debate within a thousand 
forums, would suffice to open the door 
to mass support and eventual political 
power — with little importance being 
attached to the human calibre of those 
individuals in whom the tasks of 
leadership were to be entrusted. 

We, on the other hand, did not 
believe in the necessity for any prot- 
racted ‘ideological debate’. British 
Nationalism inherited from the 1970s 
an ideology that was quite adequate. to 
all demands. What was needed for the 
future was a form of party organ- 
isation that would enable us to 
promote that ideology more effectively. 
Our efforts in the years following the 
schism of 1980 were concentrated 
towards that objective. 

There thus ensued the struggle to 
determine which of these conflicting 
ways ahead was the right one, and that 
Struggle could only be resolved by one 
emerging victorious over the other by 
superior performance and greater 
success. 


THE CONCLUSION 


Now, 12 years afterwards, it is 
possible to assert with little fear of 
contradiction that this struggle is at an 
end, and that our faction, the faction 
which for the past decade has fought 
under the colours of the British 
National Party, has emerged victor- 
ious. 

It has been proved beyond any 
possible doubt that the one opportunity 
for the cause of British Nationalism to 
triumph in this country lies in the 
success of the BNP. 

As we enter 1992 — the year of a 
general election marking a crucial 
milestone in the history of the nation- 
alist movement in this country — all 
patriots, to whatever factions they may 
have belonged in the past, must 
confront this reality, and act accord- 
ingly. There simply is no future for 
any nationalist party in Britain other 
than the British National Party. 
Further years spent in trying to keep 
alive other parties which have clearly 
failed the test and are going to die 
anyway (if they are not dead already) 
will simply be wasted years. 

In this spirit, we stretch out our 
hand to those who have been in 
conflict with us in the past and we say 
to them: UNITE WITH US — SO 
THAT TOGETHER WE MIGHT 
SAVE BRITAIN! 


RECOGNISING THE 


ULTIMATE 


ENEMY 


Tory lies and deceit, says JOHN TYNDALL, are the chief 
barrier to the building of a movement of national recovery 


A TIDE OF NATIONALISM is sweeping 
across Europe. This is none the less a 
truth for the fact that our mass media 
have not tired of telling us so. The signs 
are there for all to see: In France, Jean- 
Marie Le Pen is supported by an estim- 
ated 38 per-cent of the electorate in his 
bid for his country’s presidency. In 
Germany, many thousands are in revolt 
against the immigrant flood now pouring 
over the nation’s borders. In Austria and 
Belgium patriotic candidates are making 


big electoral gains. To the East, the Soviet 


Union and Soviet Bloc fall apart as old 
ethnic identities and traditions assert 
themselves, while in the former multi- 
national state of Yugoslavia mutually 
incompatible ethnic nations pursue their 
conflicts to the point of full-scale war with 
one another. re 

None of this can be a comforting spectre 
to those minds and spirits still locked in the 
cosmopolitan one-worlder dreams of the 
20th century, as they struggle desperately to 
halt the march of history now gathering 
speed with the approach of that century’s 
merciful end. Instead of recognising the 
nationalist revival everywhere as a sign of a 
world returning to its natural axis after an 
aberrant excursion into orbit, instead of 
appreciating that the ancient nations of our 
continent, after being shackled for so long to 
artificial political conglomerates, are at last 
throwing off their chains and giving voice 
again to the undying instincts of blood and 
folk, they can see in the new phenomenon 
only the emergence of ‘dark’ and ‘sinister’ 
forces, outside their understanding and there- 
fore to be stigmatised by resort to the 
familiar repertoire of swearwords which the 
century has used to place a gag on all 
serious debate: ‘extreme right’; ‘racist’; 
‘fascist’; ‘nazi’; they are all there — the 
time-honoured substitutes for argument and 
the well-worn injunctions to people never to 
use their brains. 

But these weapons of moral and intell- 
ectual intimidation, so effective for so long, 
are yielding diminishing returns; masses of 
people in Europe, East and West, are 
starting to do what they are not supposed to 
do: they are thinking! And the more they 
think about the long-established order of 
things the less the attractions they see in it; 
the more they examine the familiar dragons 
and monsters of 20th century fable, held up 
to them in the effort to reduce them to 
children frightened of the dark, the less 
terror those things hold for them. In short, 


‘Europeans almost everywhere are waking up 


and reclaiming their racial heritage. 

To our enemies, this can invite only one 
response: psycho-analysis — their psycho- 
analysis of us, of course, and never the 
other way round! So we have a new 
avalanche of books, newspaper and 
magazine articles and TV documentaries, all 
devoted to an old game: examining what 
perversion it is in the minds of people of 
European stock that they are failing to 
appreciate the greatness and goodness of the 
internationalist, multi-racial utopia that has 
been designed for them, and actually daring 
to consider that there might be an alternative 
that is better. Such people obviously suffer 
from some kind of mental disorder — but 
what rich scope for all those legions of 
journalists to engage in the well-paid pastime 
of studying what that disorder is! 


IMPORTANT QUESTION 


One such study came from Neil Ascher- 
son, writing in The Independent on Sunday 
on December 8th, and it was more inter- 
esting than usual because it examined a 
question that is not without importance. 
Why, asked the writer, has the ‘far-right’ 
wave presently sweeping much of Europe 
not so far made its presence felt with any- 
thing approaching comparable impact in 
Britain? 

We can straightaway dismiss the explan- 
ation that the British are less nationalist- 
minded than their counterparts on the 
Continent of Europe. If attitudes towards 
European Union are anything to go by, they 
are, if anything, more so. The same can be 
said of native reactions to immigration and 
multi-racialism; whether you designate 
‘racist? as something indicating evil and 
bigotry or you regard it as merely a person’s 
healthy preference for his own kind, there is 
certainly no evidence that the British display 
less of it than their continental neighbours. 
Our whole imperial history and experience 
have been ones that have served to confirm 
and strengthen rather than break down racial 
attitudes. Traditionally, the British have in 
fact always been much more racially minded 
than the French, who for centuries were 
inclined to accept their colonial subjects as 
members of the same nation provided they 
spoke their language and paid lip-service to 
French culture. 

So, Mr. Ascherson asks: ‘‘Why does 
Britain — so far — seem immune to right- 
wing extremism (his term, not ours) when it 


is so sharply rising on the Continent? This is 
a good question, in the week of Jean-Marie 
Le Pen’s visit to London. He and his 
National Front now seem to command a 
third of French sympathies...In Antwerp, 
Vienna, Bremen, Northern Italy and Spain, 
Le Pen’s ilk are beginning to thrive. All 
over Eastern Europe, ultra-nationalist and 
anti-Semitic groupuscules are active. Why 
not here?” 

““Not here” is of course far from being 
strictly correct. In the past two years the 
British National Party, after some seven 
years in limbo, has started to make signif- 
icant progress both in membership recruit- 
ment and in its performances at elections. It 
is active in some way or another in most 
parts of the country, and now has some 70 
branches and groups. What we will concede 
to Mr. Ascherson is that we are still small 
compared with the Le Pen party in France 
and indeed a number of others of like mind 
across the Channel, and that we are yet 
nowhere near the representation of some of 
them in electoral achievement. If we are 
now growing at comparable pace it does not 
invalidate the claim that during the 1980s, 
when they were breaking through into the 
‘big league’ of politics, we were languish- 
ing in almost total political obscurity — not 
able, as proved the case, to obtain any 
substantial influence in national affairs even 
following the appalling inner-city riots of the 
first part of the decade, which amply 
confirmed our prognosis about the conseq- 
uences of immigration and multi-racialism. 

We are now fast making up for lost time, 
but the fact remains that the nationalist 
revolution which is now sweeping Europe — 
and even- making its mark in the United 
States by way of the David Duke phenom- 
enon — is in this country occurring later 
than elsewhere. Why is this so? Let us listen 
to Mr. Ascherson:- 

“But Britain’s most effective protection 
against the far right — fascist or merely 
radical — has been the Conservative 
Party. This was true in the Oswald 
Mosley period. And it has stayed true 
until now. 

““There is a polite way to put this, and a 
rude way. The polite way is to say that 
the Conservative Party has been right- 
wing but also democratic. It is a selfish 
party of ‘haves’, but (as Mrs. Thatcher’s 
fall showed) it believes in parliamentary 
politics rather than populism. The rude 
way is to say that the Conservative Party 
has been democratic but also exceedingly 
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RECOGNISING THE 


ULTIMATE ENEMY 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


right-wing. Why vote for Mosley or 
Colin Jordan when you can vote for 
Enoch Powell or Norman Tebbit? 

“This is the ‘Mithradates Formula’, 
named after the king who drank poison in 
tiny doses until he grew immune to it. A 
conservative party which pinches a few 
extremist slogans can steal the ultra-right 
vote without doing itself much damage. 
This is what Konrad Adenauer did in 
post-war Germany. He saw that Nazism 
had triumphed largely because of the 
disunity of the right in the Weimar 
Republic. So his Christian Democratic 
Union was a coalition in which Catholics 
and social market liberals mingled with 
nationalist fanatics and a few scandalous 
ex-Nazis. The result was that none of the 
countless right-radical or neo-Nazi 
revivals ever kept much of a vote. Their 
followers voted CDU instead.” 


The message here is clear enough, and 
stated with a frankness that is almost 
embarrassing to the parties to which it 
refers. The Conservatives, and their counter- 
parts in Germany, have for many years 
‘conned’ their respective electorates by 
adopting ‘nationalist’ postures just plausible 
enough to divert votes away from genuinely 
patriotic parties but never substantial enough 
to commit them to carrying out policies 
which fulfil the hopes of the voters in 
question. 


ETHOS OF ‘DEMOCRACY’ 


To writers like Mr. Ascherson, this is of 
course nothing deserving of any great con- 
demnation; on the contrary, it is simply 
clever politics of the kind to be admired. 
When this journalist speaks of “poison” he is 
not referring to the poison inherent in the 
use of lies and dishonesty against the elect- 
orate; goodness no! The ‘poison’ consists of 
the ‘tiny doses’ of nationalist rhetoric which 
the liars incorporate into their manifestos for 
that purpose. Here we see revealed the 
accepted ethos of ‘liberal democracy’. 
Genuine patriotism as constituted by nation- 
alist principles and policies is entirely 
outside the pale, but use of the occasional 
patriotic slogan as a means of practising 
deceit against the electorate — that is quite 
within the pale, even when that electorate, 
according to liberal-democratic precept, is an 
entity to be treated with the utmost 
reverence! Thus do upholders of the liberal 
establishment, in unguarded moments, bare 
the soul of that establishment to anyone who 
might be listening attentively. It would seem 
that Mr. Ascherson assumes all his readers 
to have been so utterly corrupted by the 
spirit of the times as purveyed by such 
papers as The Independent on Sunday that 
they will share his appreciation of this 
legalised crookedness rather than react with 
revulsion against it. And perhaps indeed they 
do! 
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MRS. THATCHER 

Occasional ‘nationalist’ slogans from her 

lips kept patriotically minded folk in the 

Tory fold. Under the new dispensation it 
is likely many will desert in droves. 


But more on the subject of Conservatism. 
In similar vein, the writer continued with 
reference to the German CDU swindle:- 


“Less consciously, the Tories have done 
the same. In Fascists and Conservatives 
(1990), John Stevenson writes of the pre- 
war period: ‘In so far as fears of Bol- 
shevism and of economic ruin for the 
propertied classes played a part...they 
served to maintain and increase support for 
the Conservative Party...[it] virtually 
monopolised the ground on which any 
fascist movement might hope to base itself.’ 
The Tories held power, alone or in 
coalition, for 17 out of those 21 years. 
Their patriotism upstaged even Mosley’s. 
Their social callousness towards the misery 
of the lower orders was as cold, as hard 
and as reassuring to the frightened middle 
class as the Rock of Ages.”’ 


Here of course Mr. Ascherson betrays 
something of his own ideological leanings by 
equating ‘patriotism’, and by implication the 
‘right wing’, with ‘‘callousness towards the 
misery of the lower orders.’’ There would 
indeed be some justification in claiming the 
latter to be an attitude held by many Tories, 
but none at all for attributing it either to 
‘fascists’ or genuine patriots. The quality of 
patriotism, if it is to mean anything at all, 
must incorporate a concern for the welfare 


of all who belong to the nation. Of course, 
it would not be out of place for the Tories of 
the time in question, as of this, to combine 
patriotic slogans designed to appeal to some 
of the ‘lower orders’ with slogans of social 


Darwinism pitched at the depressingly self- 


centred upper-bourgeoisie. It was certainly 
this combination which for some years con- 
stituted one of the most potent weapons of 
the Thatcherite tendency. But in the end, as 
we know, reality caught up with and over- 
took propaganda. Thatcherism, no longer 
useful in winning elections and becoming a 
positive drag on the bandwaggon leading to 
Europe, was discarded along with the lady 
who gave the doctrine its name. All this has 
created a new scenario, which Mr. Ascher- 
son has not failed to recognise, thus:- 


“Today, though, there is a conflict between 
Tory reality and Tory image which did not 
exist in the 1930s (It did but it was much 
more subtly concealed. JT). The reality is a 
coalition ranging from mild social demo- 
crats to people whose opinions on race, 
nation and obedience are frankly fascist. In 
rhetoric, however, the party has affected an 
increasingly steep tilt to the right. Groups 
such as the Monday Club have always kept 
doors open to the right-radical underworld. 
But in the Thatcher years even the leader- 
ship pretended to hold Mussolinian opinions 
on matters such as war, ‘socialism’, welfare 
scroungers and immigration. (Few apart 
from the leader really believed all this, and 
those who did were out of the Cabinet by 
the time she fell.) 

“Mrs. Thatcher, as Mithradates, made 
ultra-right politics pointless for 12 years. 
But now things may change. Conservative 
rhetoric has swung back leftwards to the 
party’s centre of gravity. John Major, 
although he sent British troops into another 
war, lacks the mad glare of a Duce. Mean- 
while the factors which could nourish the 
far-right — middle class insecurity, myths 
of national ‘betrayal’, economic failure — 
remain fertile. If a weaker Tory Govern- 
ment emerges from the next elections, there 
could be a rapid upsurge of semi-fascist 
politics in Britain. By European measures it 
will be last. But it may well not be least.” 


When the writer refers to people ‘‘whose 
opinions on race, nation and obedience are 
frankly fascist,”” he means of course only 
those who function at the lower levels of the 
party hierarchy. Tories of quite genuine 
patriotic convictions can indeed be found in 
abundance in the constituencies, as we have 
seen when we have fought election cam- 
paigns and rubbed shoulders with them at 
the hustings. My friends and I have lost 
count of those who have said to us (when 
their chiefs were thought not to be listening): 
“T sympathise with your policies but I prefer 
to work within the Tory Party because that 
way one can be more effective.’’ All this, of 
course, has been pure pipe-dream because 
these people's decision to stay with the 
Tories has been the main factor in rendering 
them completely ineffective. At the highest 
level of policy-making their voice has never 
prevailed, and it never will. They simply 
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serve the purpose of being useful hewers of 
wood and drawers of water while the party 
mandarins get on with the job of selling the 
nation down the river. 


SAFETY VALVE 


But there is another use for such people 
which is not immediately obvious and to 
which we should be grateful to Mr. Ascher- 
son for drawing attention. To the establish- 
ment, they are far less dangerous inside than 
outside. Shackled within the perimeters of 
the Conservative Party, they represent a loss 
to any alternative party that might be 
resolved on actually doing what the Tories 
merely occasionally talk about doing: con- 
trolling immigration, defending Britain’s 
interests, restoring law and: order to our 
streets, and so on. This is why, as Mr. 
Ascherson says, “the Monday Club have 
always kept doors open to the right-radical 
underworld.’’ It is very much in the Tory 
interest that it should do, and it is for 
precisely the same reason that Conservative 
Central Office tolerates a Monday Club 
whose utterances may cause it the occasional 
embarrassment: that Monday Club is a 
safety-valve which keeps in the party many 
who might otherwise work against the party. 
I myself described the practice in The 
Eleventh Hour thus:- 


“Of course it is to the advantage of the 
Tory Party to retain at all times some sort 
of ‘right-wing’ pressure group. This keeps 
in the party fold numerous people who 
would otherwise desert it and work against 
it from the outside. If such a pressure group 
did not form of its own accord, it would 
have to be invented by Central Office — 
and almost certainly at times has been! A 
safety-valve must exist in the party, and it 
is always in the party rulers’ interest to 
tolerate it, or indeed provide it themselves 
if need be. It is useful so long as it keeps 
people comforted in the illusion that they 
may one day see their influence prevail. It 
must be stamped on the moment there 
appears a possibility that this may happen.” 


But, as Mr. Ascherson has pointed out, 
during the 1980s the Tories went further 
than merely tolerating a few voices of the 
genuine right within their ranks; the élite 
actually spoke as if they agreed with them! 
““The leadership,’’ he asserted, ‘‘pretended 
to hold Mussolinian opinions...” A rather 
curious use of terminology, that — I was not 
aware that the founder of fascism either 
attacked ‘welfare scroungers’ or even had a 
problem with immigration — but the point is 
taken just the same. 

But all this, as the writer acknowledges, 
is now in the past. ‘Conservative rhetoric,”’ 
as he says, ““has swung back leftwards to 
the party’s centre of gravity? — a 
development which he links with the fact 
that Mr. Major ‘‘lacks the mad glare of a 
Duce.” Well, less polite observers might 
comment that this is merely another way of 
saying that the new Tory leader has the 
features of a rabbit and the political instincts 
of a chameleon. Mr. M. comes over to 


Yours Truly as a 20th century politician cast 
in the typical mould. As his eyes have 
darted this way and that to calculate in 
which direction the electoral wind is curr- 
ently blowing, he has evidently decided that 
ethnic minorities, for the moment at least, 
constitute a bigger pool of vote potential 
than white natives bitter against immigration 
and apprehensive about Europe. Contempt- 
uously though we may look upon such 
behaviour, we should not regard it as an 
unfavourable trend; it clears the air of deceit 
and humbug and tells the nation much more 
precisely where it stands. It strips away 
from the Tory Party the mask of ‘nation- 
alism’ and ‘right-wing radicalism’ that it has 
worn since the Thatcher accession and 
places that party, for the first time in several 
years, in correct focus. And what is the 
consequence? As Mr. Ascherson rightly 
states: ‘‘Meanwhile, the factors which could 
nourish the far right — middle class 
insecurity, myths of national ‘betrayal’, 
economic failure — remain fertile.” Indeed 
they do — even if the writer’s preoccupation 
with the ‘middle class’ factor is out of 
proportion and even if national betrayal is 
not a myth but an incontestable reality. The 
analysis holds good, and it is the more 
powerful coming as it does from someone 
who twitters in nervous apprehension at such 
a prospect instead of welcoming it, as we 
obviously do. 


SUMMARY 


So — it is the time for summary. What 
has Mr. Ascherson told us? He has told us 
something which we should already know 
but which cannot be often enough repeated, 
so vital is the understanding of it to any 
effort to save Britain from permanent 
demise. The enemy — indeed the main 
enemy — of our race, our nationhood and 
our heritage is, and long has been, the 
Conservative Party — not Labour, not the 
Liberal Democrats. It is the Tories who 
again and again have acted as a barrier to 
the formation of an effective combination of 
patriotic forces in Britain which might, by 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


...What does the word ‘modern’, as in museum of modern art, really signify? What 
it ought to suggest, so it seems to me, is simply that the work within the walls is a 
balanced representation of the best art made within the modern period — say the last 
80 or so years. But | do not need to tell you this is not what ‘modern’ ever means 
in this context. What ‘modern’ signifies here is largely to do with artistic attitudes 
and styles. Could it be that museums of modern art show strong partiality to works 
which demonstrate ‘modern’ attitudes and styles, to the neglect of works which 
belong stylistically to longer-standing traditions? The answer is a resounding yes: But 
who authorised this bias? Certainly not the nation as a whole, which is often 
dismayed by the avant-garde art bought and displayed in its name. Might a certain 
faction have seized power and imposed its will on the world of modern museums 
and, through them, on the nation as a whole? Once again, a resounding affirmative. 
What, then, is the nature of this powerful faction? Who are these hijackers of 
language and manipulators of meaning, anxious to suit their own ends? - 
There is a not a senior post in modern art administration in Britain — and possibly 
-elsewhere — which is not filled by a modernist. No-one who disagrees with basic 
modernist principles — unless a very accomplished liar — could possibly get past the 
basic screening process at interview for employment in modern arts administration... 


obtaining political power, reverse the tide of 
national betrayal, retreat, surrender, humil- 
iation and decline. Deal with this enemy by 
putting it out of action and neutralising its 
influence on British politics — and the 
enemies in the form of the other parties 
could in due course be swept aside without 
too much difficulty. 

It is the fact that the people hardest to 
convince of this truth are the very people 
who constitute the most patriotic section of 
the electorate — it is this fact that underlines 
how much the war against the traitors in 
power is primarily a war against the Tory 
Party. The Tory Party has to be destroyed 
politically — in order that there might be a 
regrouping of patriotic forces within the 
country of the kind necessary to avert 
national collapse and bring national 
resurgence. The destruction of Toryism may 
indeed be deemed far more essential to 
nationalists and patriots than it is to the left. 
It is not an easy point to get over to Tory 
voters, but it is nonetheless a reality. 

This is why the best possible outcome of 
the 1992 general election would be a Tory 
defeat — best of all a Tory defeat resulting 
in a Labour Government reliant on Liberal 
Democrat support. There will of course be 
many patriotic Conservatives who would be 
appalled at such a declaration, but if they are 
thus appalled I can only reply that they have 
not thought their political permutations 
through very carefully or very intelligently. 
Of course it is true that in the short term a 
Labour victory next year would have appall- 
ing consequences for this country, but it is 
my submission that the longer-term conseq- 
uences will be even worse if Toryism is able 
to maintain its appeal to the more patriot- 
ically minded sections of the electorate and, 
perhaps even more vitally, to the more pat- 
riotically minded among those with the dis- 
position to enter into active politics and form 
the cadres around which parties are built. 

The enemy press, with all its evils, some- 
times performs a service in highlighting 
certain truths. The Independent on Sunday 
performed just such a service last month. 
Thanks to it for that if for little else! 


Giles Auty (7he Spectator, 7.12.91) 
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COMPETITIVE GROVELLING 


Tories join Labour in boot-licking contest for black votes, 
as JOHN MORSE reports 


THERE is now one competition in which 
the Tories are bending over backwards — 
if that’s the term for it — to prove 
themselves a match for Labour: crawling 
for the ‘ethnic’ vote. 

A recent article in the Afro-Caribbean 
newspaper Black Briton featured as a 
contestant no less a personage than Prime 
Minister John Major, under whose name this 
piece of effusive pro-ethnic minority flannel 
was written. 

According to Mr. Major, Britain owes a 
““debt of gratitude” to Blacks, above all for 
their sporting and musical activities. 
Apparently, if the PM is to be believed, 
British folk should be full of thanks to Afro- 
Caribbeans for their current high repres- 
entation in national athletics teams. They 
should also feel deeply obligated to black 
immigrants for bringing in ‘soul’ and ‘rock’ 
music, which Mr. Major praised up as 
““welcome contributions to the arts.” 

Of course, as the Prime Minister must 
know, British folk by and large detest 
having any part of their national life taken 
over by aliens. Their sports teams are no 
exception to this. It would make no differ- 
ence even if Blacks were unquestionably the 
finest athletes in the world; they still would 
not be British athletes. 

Equally, no matter how culturally 
backward, benighted and deprived Mr. 
Major might see Britain as having been 
before the arrival of what he evidently sees 
as civilising waves - of Afro-Caribbean 
immigrants, nothing on earth is going to 
convince vast numbers of British folk that 
their country is in truth any the richer for 
the kind of music the newcomers brought 
with them. 


SLEEPLESS NIGHTS 

“From the stately isolation of 10 Downing 
Street and Chequers, the Prime Minister 
may also not be aware that many of his 
humbler fellow-countrymen and -women, 
especially on inner-city housing estates, are 
regularly kept awake, if not driven to the 
brink of insanity, by the din of all-night 
parties featuring exactly the kinds of black 
‘rock’ music he claims to admire so much. 

But if so, he isn’t going to let the feelings 
of mere native Britons get in the way of his 
pitch for the votes of black immigrants. 
Sublimely ignoring any dissenting views 
from the former, Mr. Major said that the 
sporting and’ musical impact on Britain of 
the latter proved ‘‘the utter foolishness of 
discrimination’’...so there! 

Then, as if to ram the point home, 
Britain’s Conservative Premier, in a flourish 
worthy of a spokesman for a loony left 
Labour local authority, rounded off his little 
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exercise in ethnic boot-licking with the state- 
ment that Tory laws had been in the fore- 
front of combatting so-called ‘‘discrimin- 
ation.” 

If his Government’s treatment of some 
members of his very own party in Chelten- 
ham, who didn’t take so rosy a view as he 
did of black advancement and its conse- 
quences, was anything to go by, he can say 
that again! 

Everyone knows what happened to 
prominent local Tory dissident Bill Galbraith 
when Conservative Central Office in 
London, with Major’s approval, foisted 
negro John Taylor on the overwhelmingly 
white constituency. After incautiously 
referring to Taylor in a fit of anger as a 
“nigger,”” Galbraith, for all his prominence 
in the Cheltenham Conservative Party, and 
for all the aristocratic family connections he 
had, was hounded by Britain’s infamous race 
police and charged with ‘racial hatred’ under 
the Tories’ very own Public Order Act of 
1986. 

Since then Mr. Galbraith has died. The 
stress of his intended trial was not thought to 
have eased his medical condition. 

In view of Galbraith’s exalted status, his 
fate bodes ill for what more British folk can 
expect to suffer if they don’t watch out for 
themselves. 


PRAISE FROM THE LEFT 
Interestingly, John Major has been praised 
up by none other than rabid Labour left- 
winger Ken Livingstone for his negrophile 
credentials, which seem to be nothing new. 
Some two decades ago, as Tory leader in 
Brixton, Mr. Major led a purge in his local 
party against the supporters of Enoch Powell 
in its ranks. In Bill Galbraith’s more recent 
case it seems that things were merely 
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running ‘true to form — except that now, as 
Prime Minister, Mr. Major has the entire 
state at his disposal. 

This being so, it remains to be seen if he 
now means to do to the whole of Britain 
something else Livingstone credited him 
with doing when a council leader all those 
years ago in Brixton. Not so long ago Red 
Ken congratulated John Major as the man 
who did the most to throw open local 
housing estates in the area to Blacks — 
thereby helping greatly to turn it into the 
sort of place it is today. 

Not that all Blacks are necessarily grateful 
for all this. One of their biggest noises, 
Labour MP Paul Boateng, lashed the Prime 
Minister’s Black Briton article as positively 
patronising (which of course it was). Blacks, 
Boateng said, wanted much more than 
sporting and musical successes. They wanted 
power! And Mr. Major, he hinted, could not 
expect them to vote for him until he worked 
day and night to meet their ‘‘justified 
demands for access to opportunities and 
success right across the board.” 

Going on his past record, who can say 
that Mr. Major will not move to obey? The 
speed and energy with which Britain’s whole 
judicial system has been turned inside out 
and upside down for the benefit of the likes 
of Winston Silcott may be a straw in the 
wind. 

One thing is for sure. The writing is on 


‘the wall for the Brits when their own 


Premier makes it as obvious as Mr. Major is 
now doing that black votes mean more to 
him than their feelings and interests. What is 
more, with all the main parties, including 
the Tories, now visibly on the same side of 
the fence on this issue, the British people are 
going to have to look to others for their 
protection come election time. 
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THE HYPOCRISY OF ‘ANTI- 


RACISM’: AN INDIAN VIEW 


Hindus are the very last people with any right to attack 
British opponents of immigration, says ROBERT SAXENA 


ONE of the ironies of the ‘anti-racist’ 
industry is that among those who shout 
loudest against British ‘institutionalised 
racism’ are people whose race has for 
generations practised the very same thing 
—and in far more brutal ways. I refer of 
course to the Hindu institution known as 
caste. In the caste system there are 
enormous inequalities the like of which 
are not found anywhere else on earth. 
And caste is not to do with a person’s 
socio-economic status, something you can 
change, but with the position in life into 
which you were born, and which you 
cannot change. You cannot move from 
one caste to another. In other words, you 
cannot change your caste — just as you 
cannot change your race. 

The origins of caste are lost in antiquity, 
but historically the system began thousands 
of years ago in the region now known as 
India. Briefly put, white-skinned Caucasians 
from the West invaded the land, subjugated 
the dark autochthons, and then developed 
and established a way of life which they 
named Hindu (Indian). The folk or racial 
name they gave themselves was Arya 
(Aryan), which distinguished them from the 
original inhabitants, called Dravid 
(Dravidian). As the population multiplied, 
incurring mixing of dark with fair, the ruling 
Aryan Hindus began to fear a loss of their 
racial identity. They initiated a system of 
taboos on marriage between people of differ- 
ent colours, clothing it with religious 
authority. That colour, not class, was the 
criterion is seen from the very earliest word 
for caste: varna (meaning colour). 

Caste dictated not only whom you could 
or couldn’t marry but it also, as a natural 
consequence, put the population into 
separate social and economic categories. 
Originally there were four main caste 
groups: the Brahmin (lawgiving, priestly 
caste), the Kshatriya (knightly warriors from 
whom kings came), the Vaisya (merchants 
and businessmen) and the Shudra (artisans 
and workers of all kinds). As Indian society 
developed, more and more sub-divisions 
came about, but strictly within each of these 
castes. Below all the groups named were the 
outcastes, or Pariahs, otherwise called the 
‘untouchables’ — people whom you were not 
supposed even to touch lest you be polluted 
and made unclean. 

All sorts of euphemisms are now applied 
to the Pariahs by Hindus under western, 
Christian influence: Scheduled Castes, 
Depressed Classes, Scheduled Tribes, 
Harijan. The last name was imparted by 


Mahatma Gandhi. An agglutinated word, it 
comes from Hari (a Hindu name for God) 


plus jan (people) — God people, or people. 


whom God favours (correct pronunciation: 
Hurry-junn). 


LOWEST OF THE LOW 

The so-called Harijan, that is to say the 
Pariahs, may be favoured by God but they 
are certainly not favoured by man. They are 
considered the lowest of the low, doing the 
dirtiest jobs like sweeping, rubbish removal, 
and toilet cleaning. They are never spoken 
to except at a safe distance, and then only 
shouted at or cursed if they don’t work 
properly. The Pariah village is kept well 
apart from the Hindu one, though the former 
is owned by landlords in the latter; in South 
India this is contemptuously known as para- 
cherri (Pariah town). Some have equated the 
condition of the Pariah in India with that of 
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PRODUCT OF CASTE 

A clerical worker in North West India. By 
Hindu tradition the population is separ- 
ated along racial lines even more rigidly 
than under the South African system of 
apartheid. 


the Blacks under the apartheid system im 
South Africa; a journalist once described the 
Pariahs as ‘‘the Blacks of India.” But 
there's no comparison: the Pariahs in India 
are treated infinitely worse than are the 
Blacks in South Africa. 

The Indian constitution — whose authors, 
it must be remembered, were strongly influ- 
enced by western thought — outlaws caste 
and race-discrimination, but this has made 
little difference. Pariahs are still forbidden 
entry into temples, restaurants and many 
other public places. In the villages and 
countryside it is even worse; there Pariahs 
sometimes have their hamlets burned to the 
ground for infringement of custom (like 
daring to use a well reserved for caste 
Hindus), or are beaten with sticks or stones, 
or even shot, for not keeping their place. 

Pariahs and scheduled castes can never 
hope to get work other than what is predes- 
ined for them. With this fact in mind, the 
Government introduced a job reservation 
policy, something like the ‘quota system’ 
here. But do Indians welcome it? Certainly 
not! Frequently there are violent anti-job 
reservation protests in which deaths and 
damage to property occur. 

How does this compare with British 
‘racism’ against Asian immigrants who try 
to get better jobs, and so on? In no way at 
all! For a start, the kind of behaviour 
common towards Pariahs in India is 
unknown in this country. Secondly, any 
hostility shown here is against people who 
are regarded, quite rightly, as strangers and 
aliens, as happens in all countries — whereas 
in the case of the Indian caste system the 
victims are all 100 per-cent home-bred 
Indians! 


HYPOCRISY 
What right, therefore, have Indians to 
denounce the ‘racism’ of western lands when 
they themselves practise something much 
worse? It’s like the pot calling the kettle 
black. One example of this hypocrisy 
occurred when Graham Gooch, England’s 
cricket captain, was included in the team 
touring India in the winter of 1988. The 
Indians objected to his presence because he 
has had sporting links with South Africa, 
with its apartheid, and they weren’t going to 
tolerate that. The Sun newspaper thereafter 
came out with a stunning exposé and con- 
demnation of India’s own apartheid system, 
caste, which, though unofficial, is strongly 
embedded in the Indian psyche and much 
worse than anything in South Africa. 
Contd. overleaf 
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THE HYPOCRISY OF ‘ANTI- 
RACISM’: AN INDIAN VIEW 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


The response of Indian immigrants in 
Britain was predictable. They threatened to 
boycott The Sun. Said a newsagent: ‘‘7he 


Sun newspaper has hurt a lot of Asians who’ 


are in the trade of distributing this 
newspaper. It has unfairly accused their 
country of origin of hypocrisy and for being 
uncivilised.’’ He added that as ‘‘over 70 
per-cent of London’s newsagents are run by 
Asians,’’ a boycott by them could do a lot of 
damage to The Sun’s income (see New Life, 
September 9th 1988, page 1). 

This case shows how a minority not only 
cannot take justified criticism from the 
majority but also how it can exercise a form 
of tyranny over that majority. It is inter- 
esting to note that none of these Asian 
newsagents is a Pariah victim of the caste 
system. They generally belong to the Vaisya, 
one of the higher castes, rather ignorant and 
insensitive to the injustices of caste. They 
accept it as karma (unalterable fate). 

As for South Africa and its apartheid 
system, the Indians’ complaint is not really 
about the treatment of Blacks but about their 
own status in the country. Their presence in 
South Africa is very interesting. Briefly, it 
began in 1860 with the arrival of indentured 
labourers to work in the British-owned sugar 
industry. The new arrivals did not all remain 
labourers; some of them over the years 
began to acquire land, businesses and sugar 
plantations of their own. Today, Indians, 
alternatively known as Asians, number about 


900,000 in South Africa and are regarded as 
the most economically successful non-white 
group in the country. One of the first 
countries to ban Salman Rushdie’s The 
Satanic Verses was South Africa, lest the 
Indians there, many of whom are Moslem, 
may be offended. 

However, probably because of their 
pushing nature, Indians in South Africa 
experienced various restrictions: in the 
1880s they were banned from trading in the 


Orange Free State, Transvaal and a number. 


of other areas. In 1893 Gandhi arrived as a 
barrister to conduct a private court case, and 
stayed to wage a public campaign on behalf 
of his people in the country. Mind you, 
Gandhi couldn’t care less about the Blacks, 
who were much worse off, but fought only 


for the rights of Indians; in any case his 


satyagraha (truth-power) tactics had no 
appeal to the African mind. He did manage 
to get a number of concessions for the 
Indians, for which he is still remembered by 


them. In May 1923 the South African Indian 


Congress was formed. 


BLACKS AND ASIANS: 
NO LOVE LOST 


There was no love lost between the Blacks 
and the Asians in South Africa. Racial 
attacks were quite frequent, being started 
usually by the former. In 1949, for example, 
hundreds of Zulus raised Indian shops and 
homes in Durban, looting, killing and 
raping, and the white police had to open 
fire. It was after that the Government intro- 
duced the Group Areas Act, which, though 


some ignorant people in Britain saw it as 
‘racist’, really protected the vulnerable 
Indians. After the 1949 race riots the latter 
were offered passages back to India, but few 
accepted: they knew they were better off in 
white-ruled South Africa! In 1963 they were 
Officially recognised as citizens of the 
Republic, and since then they have made a 
number of political advances. 

The point is that in South Africa the 
Asians have always kept themselves apart 
from the Blacks as well as from the Whites, 
regarding the Blacks particularly with as 
much fear and dislike as the Whites do, if 
not more. And not without reason, for soon 
after Nelson Mandela was released groups of 
Zulus again mounted racial attacks on 
Indians in Durban, and again the ‘racist 
regime’ had forcibly to restore order so as to 
protect the Indians. It is now reported that 
some Asians have armed themselves: with 
guns; but not all can do so, and they remain 
easy prey for rioting black youths. There is 
a lot of anxiety among Asian, Chinese and 
other non-black minorities at the prospect of 
‘majority rule’. The African National 
Congress does contain some white and 
Indian individuals in its élite, who are 
mostly communists not representing their 
ethnic groups but only themselves.: And 
there is no guarantee that an Idi Amin 
wouldn’t arise in a future black-dominated 
South Africa. In that case it would once 
again be the Asians who would be the most 
vulnerable! 


The author of the foregoing article, Robert 
Saxena, is of Indian descent and resides in 
the United Kingdom. 


A SECOND LOOK AT 
A ‘SUPER-POWER’ 


NOEL A. HUNT examines the capability of the United States 
and finds it seriously wanting 


It is through the deep traits of race that 
fortunes are written 

Ralph Waldo Emerson 

English Traits (1856) 


WHEN politicians, pundits and the media 
unite in telling us something, we can be 
pretty sure that what we are hearing is a 
lie. The current assertion which we should 
be examining closely is the assertion that 
the USA is the world’s only remaining 
super-power. 

Is the United States in fact a super-power 
at all? Believing that public unanimity equals 
falsehood, let us take a closer look. 

The merest glance tells us that America is 
in severe trouble, being deep in an economic 
depression that is growing steadily worse. 
Of course, this does not necessarily rule out 
the US as a super-power; she has exper- 
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ienced severe economic trouble before and 
recovered from it. She has an immensely 
broad and varied economic base — plus an 
ingenious and resourceful managerial class. 
There ought to be no reason why she should 
not solve her current economic problems, as 
she has done in the past. 

But a second glance tells us that America 
is a multi-racial country. Her rulers lose no 
chance of impressing this upon us, profess- 
ing to think it an admirable state of affairs. 
America eagerly accepts and enfranchises 
immigrants from all over the world. She 
holds that this policy is a source of strength. 
But it is very doubtful that this latter propos- 
ition is true. There is no instance in history 
of a multi-racial super-power. There have 
been multi-national super-powers; but the 
nations included in their boundaries were 
always racially compatible and could inter- 


breed without diluting the national gene- 
pool. If we can trust history, multi-national 
states can be super-powers but multi-racial 
states never. In his Foundations of the Nine- 
teenth Century, Houston Stewart Chamber- 
lain remarks that: ‘‘The firm national union 
is the surest protection against going astray; 
it signifies common memory, common hope, 
common intellectual nourishment; it fixes 
firmly the existing bond of blood and impels 
us to make it even stronger.’’ This expresses 
a profoundly unfashionable and unacceptable 
viewpoint today; yet it is the truth. 


RESULTS OF ‘EQUALITY’ 


Perhaps the Achilles heel of the US is her 
insistence on racial equality, allied to a 
stubborn refusal to admit that there could be 
any other viewpoint. Let us consider some 

Contd. on next page 


of the results of allowing all ethnic minor- 
ities an equal voice in the affairs of what is 
still basically an Anglo-Saxon country. 

We note that American foreign policy is, 
and has been for years, based on the prin- 
ciple of ‘Israel First’. A well-organised and 
incredibly powerful pressure group of 
American Jews ensures that this is, and will 
continue to be, the case. The interests of the 


US are thus invariably treated as secondary 


to those of Israel. If America were a super- 
power, it would be able to pursue a foreign 
policy based on its own national interest, not 
the interest of an unassimilable minority. 

A similar disregard for true national 
interests prevails in internal politics. All US 
politicians, to have a hope of getting elected, 
must profess a fervent belief in racial 
equality and a hatred for all forms of racial 
discrimination. Strictly disciplined and 
intensely vocal minority lobbies ensure that 
every politician is terrified of the label 
‘racist’. Politics thus becomes a matter of 
truckling to minority groups for the support 
of their block votes. 

In his Decline and Fall of the Roman 
Empire, Gibbon thus described the position 
in multi-racial Rome:- 


“It was the just complaint’ of the indig- 
enous natives that the capital had attracted 
the vices of the universe and the manners 
of the most opposite nations. The intemp- 
erance of the Gauls, the cunning and levity 
of the Greeks, the savage obstinacy of the 
Egyptians and the Jews, the servile temper 
of the Asiatics and the dissolute effeminate 
prostitution of the Syrians were mingled in 
the various multitude which...presumed to 
despise their fellow subjects.”” 


America today could hardly be more 
accurately described. Gibbon is echoed in 
modern.times by the best-selling Bonfire of 
the Vanities. This describes vividly what 
happens to a white city which allows minor- 
ities to usurp power and impose their own 
standards. 


NO ANGLO-SAXON LOBBY 


The white Anglo-Saxon element in the 
United States is the only racial group 
without a political lobby and the ethnic 
power that goes with it. If such a thing 
materialised of course, all the other races 
would unite to opose it, and the Anglo- 
Saxons are silenced by the fear that to form 
such a lobby would be ‘racist’. 

Thus the majority voter can only cast his 
vote for the policy which, though designed 
to further the interests of another racial 
group, are judged least harmful to his own. 
Knowing this, the majority voter often 
refrains from voting. | 

A multi-racial country, with such festering 
cankers at the heart of its domestic policies, 
cannot be a super-power. 

In the real world, as contrasted with the 
liberal dream-world, a super power is one of 
the strongest of powers militarily. In his The 
Passing of the Great Race, Madison Grant 
stressed this point when he remarked that: 
*“*.. the basis of the government of men is 


the other leading nations of the world? We 


now, and always has been, and always will 
be, force and not sentiment.’’ By this 
yardstick, is the US a super-power? 

We are told that the recent military effort 
in the Gulf clearly shows that America is a 
super-power. But can the military capacity 
of a great nation really be judged by its 
ability defeat a state like Iraq? 

Is America in fact superior militarily to. 


LIBERTY AND THE HUDDLED MASSES 
These are Haitian refugees presently held in custody pending the hearing of their 
applications to be admitted to the United States. Whether the applications succeed or 
not, America has already taken in enough of their kind. In the corner of the picture 
is the top of the Statue of Liberty, at the base of which is written: ‘‘Bring me the refuse 
of your teeming shore...”” America has for a long time suffered through making this 
message into one of her national slogans. 


begin by noting that her armed forces 
contain a high percentage of Negroes — a 
race which, whatever its martial capabilities 
(and one dare not comment on these in a 
British publication for fear of prosecution!), 
does not in large part identify itself with the 
American nation as such. Besides this, 
women are not only admitted on a basis of 
equality to combat units but are even 
assigned command roles in those units. 
Millions of years of evolution have condit- 
ioned women to create life, not to take it. 
Women in these combat roles seem likely to 
be a source of weakness in prolonged 
combat. 

In the Gulf War America was never put to 
the test. She was indeed fortunate that 
opposition was so primitive, half-hearted and 
short-lived. The big question is whether, 
under the strain of prolonged combat with a 
determined and skilful foe with a high 
technological capability, the US forces 
would be able to perform to within miles of 
the same effectiveness. Until it is proven 
that she can, she cannot with any certainty 
be regarded as a super-power. 


THE REAL SUPER-POWERS 


If there is any nation that might qualify 
for the description of super-power today it is 
Japan. Racially homogeneous, fervently 
patriotic and xenophobic, highly disciplined 
and with a powerful and growing industrial 
infrastructure, Japan is probably the only 
nation in the world today which could fight 
and win a major war. 

Not far behind her there is China — also 
racially homogeneous and xenophobic and 
growing rapidly in economic strength. She 
has, too, the benefit of her enormous popu- 
lation. Possibly within a generation she will 
rival Japan. In fact, the shape of things to 
come may well be a Japanese head on a 
Chinese body: a terrifying thought indeed. 
By then the US may well have broken up 
into a number of powerless statelets. 

Russia too, though not presently a super- 
power, may well soon again become one — 
when she has resolved her current economic 
difficulties. Having shed her discordant 
ethnic minorities, disarmed her satellites and 
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A BRIEF LOOK AT THE 
EINSTEIN MYTH 


Worship of the century’s popular ‘genius’, says WULSTAN 
TEDDER, has put true Science back rather than forward 


NEARLY EVERYONE has heard of 
Albert Einstein — his name is now 
regarded as synonymous with ‘genius’, his 
Theory of Relativity being attributed as 
having revolutionised physics. 

But in fact the Einstein story is largely a 
myth created by the media, and it is about 
time it was destroyed. 

Einstein published, in 1905, a scientific 
paper which merely expanded in a minor 
way the work of others like Lorentz and 
Poincaré, who had already put forward a 
‘Principle of Relativity’; and even the much 
vaunted ‘Mass Energy Equation’ (E=mc?) 
was not new, being a re-expression of the 
Equation of Kinetic Energy (E=!Amv?). 
Where v is taken as c (the velocity of light) 
the !A becomes | quantitatively irrelevant, 
such is the magnitude of c. 

Over the years following, this work of 
Einstein attracted what we would now call 
media attention and ‘hype’, and the myth 
was begun. Some years later, Einstein 
published other papers, outlining a Theory 
of General Relativity, and yet it was for his 
work on the photo-electric effect that he was 
awarded a Nobel Prize. The General Theory 
was apparently ‘confirmed’ by observations 
of stars during a solar eclipse, and it seemed 
to explain. something that apparently 
Newton’s Theory of Gravity could not: the 
Perihelion of Mercury. Thus it was hailed as 
a great scientific achievement. 


ACCEPTANCE OF THE ABSTRACT 


Two points, however, need to be made. 
First, the Newtonian Theory could, if 
altered, give a satisfactory explanation of the 
Mercury problem — and other, simpler, 
explanations of the apparent bending of 
starlight near the sun exist, explanations 
which do not need an extremely complex 
and abstract mathematical model. Second, it 
was assumed before the Einstein myth that 
theories should be as simple as possible, and 
not only explain existing phenomena but also 
predict certain events. With the Einstein 
Theory this was abandoned, and indeed it is 
right to speak of a ‘revolution’ in approach 
—from the experimental (an example would 
be Faraday) to the abstract, constructed in 
mathematical form. What is at issue here is 
not the use of mathematics but the prece- 
dence given to theory and theorising over 
and above direct physical observation and 
experiment. Theory now comes before 
observation, and dominates to the extent that 
‘common sense’ and empiricism are 
regarded as almost irrelevant. A ‘New 
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EINSTEIN 
His approach to Science has become a 
dogma which few dare to question 


Physics’ has been created, beginning with 
Relativity and continuing with Quantum 
Mechanics and then Cosmology, wherein 
paradox and abstraction are the norm, and 
where ‘thought experiments’ and non- 
observable abstractions have precedence 
over direct measurement and rational under- 
standing. 

In essence, Physics has moved away from 
the practical and become speculative — 
experiments being regarded as necessary 
only to confirm some part of some abstract 
theory. This speculation is itself increasingly 
non-rational. For instance, billions are spent 
on high-energy particle Physics with a view 
to confirming some obscure but fashionable 
theory, while the exploration of Space 
(based entirely on sound engineering and on 
Newton’s Theory) struggles for funds. Real 
discovery via direct observation (as happens 
in Space exploration) is less popular than 
obscure theories about the origin of the 
Universe. 


DISSENT NOW DANGEROUS 


In respect of Relativity, few now wish (or 
dare) to express dissent. It has become part 
of the catechism of the scientific establish- 
ment, apparently ‘proved’ for all time and 
thus somehow ‘sacred’. The same applies to 
Quantum Mechanics: what few experi- 
mental results and observations are 


accounted for by this theory and approach to | 


matter can be accounted for in more 
ordinary and deterministic ways. But these 
other approaches are not only not popular; 
they are seldom, if ever, taught in univer- 


sities. Once again, there is a conformity in 
thought and approach — a certain ‘attitude’ 
to Physics. The result is stagnation in 
genuine understanding and a plethora of 
fashionable ideas and theories, together with 
an acceptance that some questions may not 
even be asked — or, if they are asked, can 
never be answered (such as: If there was a 
“Big Bang’, where did the first particle of 
matter come from and how did the result of 
the explosion spread into what did not exist, 
i.e. infinite Space?) 

One can go further and say that both 
relativity and Quantum Mechanics represent 
abstraction and paradox taken to absurdity, 
and that these fashionable theories need to 
be deposed and a return made to exper- 
imental observation and direct enquiry. In 
brief, another revolution must take place: a 
revolution to dethrone the ‘Einstem Myth’ 
and all that has followed from it. Instead of 
accepting these affronts to scientific thought, 
students should question them. As things 
stand at present, the free enquiry that once, 


and so briefly, existed in institutions of 


learning no longer really exists. Einstein and 
others have become objects of an almost 
sacred and sickly reverence. That reverence 
must be defied. There simply is no other 
way forward for those who really believe in 
true Science and exploration. 


A SECOND LOOK AT 


A ‘SUPER-POWER’ 
(Contd. from page 13) 


so swelled her own military arsenal, she is 
receiving huge inputs of western money and 
technology. With a population now 
composed of nearly 150 million patriotic and 
enduring Slavs, she has all the potential to 
become a super-power. 

A united Germany too, now rapidly 
solving the problems of unification and also 
racially homogeneous, will within about 
fifteen years be a serious contender for the 
status of super-power. 

But it seems that for the moment the 
leading contender for that status is Japan. 
Numbers, economic infrastructure and a 
strong sense of self-interest are no doubt 
important elements in a super-power, but 
these factors take second place to racial 
purity and racial capacity. A member of the 
most racist people in the world, former 
Prime Minister Benjamin Disraeli, was right 
when he said: ‘‘Race is all; there is no other 
truth.” 
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LETTERS 


SIR: The stream of ‘refugees’ continues to 
jet into London Airport, fleeing from what 
they claim to be oppression, torture or death 
in their countries of origin. In a great many 
cases our Home Office believes them and 
grants them the right of asylum. 

But there is one aspect of this that I have 
never heard mentioned. 

In London, within a few miles of the 
Airport, are the embassies of these terrible 
countries, manned by Their Excellencies the 
Ambassadors representing these very 
governments, together with their staffs, 
living a privileged life and received with 
honour by our whole establishment, from the 
Queen down. 

Surely, if even just one ‘refugee’ from 
any of these countries is granted asylum this 
amounts to acknowledgement by our own 
Government that there is oppression, torture, 
etc. in his country of origin. That being the 
case, why are diplomatic relations with that 
country not broken off, its embassy closed 
down and its Ambassador and his staff 
promptly expelled? 

How can His Excellency the Ambassador 
and the persecuted refugee both be persona 
grata? 


A.J. PURNELL 
London E.10 


SIR: Sometimes one hears the question: 
“Just what is going on in Toxteth, Brixton, 
Detroit, Washington, etc.? An article which 
recently appeared in the International Herald 
Tribune (November 16th) gives a partial 
answer. The article reports on the fate of the 
city of Kikwit. In case anyone should 
wonder where this is, It is in the African 
republic of Zaire, formerly known as the 
Belgian Congo. Once, under the Belgian 
colonial administrators, Kikwit was a 
thriving trading centre, with good health 
care, water projects, education, telephones 
and power lines. But now, according to the 
report, all this is swiftly disappearing. 

‘*Civilisation is coming to an end here,” 
said René Kinsweke, manager of a food 
store chain, as he spoke of how Kikwit has 
become a dispiriting tableau of chaos and 
catastrophe. ‘‘We’re back where we 
started,’’ he continued. ‘‘We’re going back 
into the bush.”” 


The main road to Kikwit, says the report, 
“is now rutted and crumbled, and for most 
of the year the city is reachable from 
Kinshasa, Zaire’s capital, only by four- 
wheel-drive vehicle...” 

The report went on to say that:- 


“Elsewhere in the town, squatters have 
moved into the homes that once belonged 
to the Belgian colonials. Entire families 
now camp on sidewalks, in parks and even 
in cemeteries. Streets and back yards are 
littered with indescribable filth, and 
towards the edges of the city the roads 
crumble into dirty sand and then disappear 
altogether. 

“It is at night, though, that Kikwit’s 
seemingly inexorable roll towards ruin is 
felt the strongest. The sky of this 
sprawling city is lighted with exactly two 
street lights, one for each of the city’s 
remaining nightclubs. Aside from private 
generators, there is no electricity; nor is 
there running water. The postal, telex and 
telephone offices have been on strike for 
months, and no-one seems to be able to 
recall when the regional radio station made 
its last broadcast.” 


Why has all this happened? Some might 
argue that it is because the African’s intell- 
ectual endowment does not fit him for 
complicated social and industrial systems; 
others will say that the endowment is the 
same as ours but the culture is different and 
unsuit-able; yet others would doubtless 
rationalise in other ways. But the wise and 
prudent person would take note that, for 
whatever reason, the process of African- 
controlled areas reverting to the bush really 
is going on, and that Europeans who do not 
want their cities to go the same way need 
urgently to take steps to prevent it. 

J. ROSS HENDERSON 

London S.E.26 

SIR: Reader J. Symonds’ comments in the 
November issue on what has become, for 
some, the discredited monarchical institution 


of this country, and by implication its assoc- 
iated ‘aristocracy’, are very pertinent. 
What moral, physical or financial support 
have our Dukes, Earls or Lords ever given 
to the British National Party or any other 
organisation engaged in the attempted 
preservation of the non-parasitic elements of 
the indigenous white population of Britain? 
The editorial arguments to discern a nucleus 
of merit in such outworn institutions I, for 
one, find unconvincing. If there is to be any 
élite, then let its basis be formed naturally 
and deservedly from the activists of today 
who seem to be the only people risking 
livelihood, and even life and limb, in the 
struggle. 
I.S. WAUGH 
London N.16 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: What has been said in 
our columns in support of monarchy and 
aristocracy has referred solely to the instit- 
utions in question, it should not be taken to 
imply admiration or respect for their present 
representatives. We see much merit in the 
idea that a future aristocracy might be 
formed from out of those who play the 
leading roles in the movement to recover 
Britain from the alien, once it is victorious. 
True aristocracies of the past have usually 
been moulded in much the same manner. ) 


SIR: Is it my paranoid imagination or is 
there really a concerted attempt in today’s 
films, particularly when they come from 
Hollywood, to portray Blacks and other 
ethnic minorities in elevated roles which 
simply do not correspond to real life? We 
are accustomed now to expect black police 
chiefs, black barristers and judges, black 
army officers, and black doctors and scien- 
tists to appear in most productions. Is 
someone trying to tell us something? 
B.S. GRAY (Mrs.)" 
Hunstanton, Norfolk 
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AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE £14.95 (hardback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Update to Treason at Westminster, giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted on 
Britain. 1984, 66p. 

BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout and 
Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared in 
1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 70pp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 


have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £9.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
_ Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes 
the holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 
28pp. 

DILEMMA OF INTER-RACIAL RELATIONS, 
THE (Prof. R. Gayre of Gayre) 60p. Demonstrates 
the folly of enforced racial integration. 1966, 21pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide atten- 
tion, dealing as it does with racial problems in America 
—and not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd 
edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) £15 hard- 
back; £10 paperback. Mostly written by the BNP 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one 
eighth the total value of the order. Money should 
be enclosed with all orders, and all cheques or 
postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service only and not included in 
remittances sent for other items. Orders are likely 
to be dealt with more quickly if BNP Book Service 
is marked on the envelope. 

New titles are marked with stars. 


leader in prison, this is the book all nationalists have 
waited for. The most comprehensive presentation yet to 
appear of the case for British Nationalism. 1988, 609pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £17.00. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


ENEMY OF EUROPE, THE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prof. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 


ENOCH POWELL ON 1992 (R. Ritchie ed.) £14.95. 
A study of Enoch Powell’s campaign against Britain’s 
involvement with the EC, with quotations from Powell’s 
speeches and articles. 1989, 177pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
The book for which revisionists have been awaiting for 
years. Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as **...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.”” 1989, 732pp. 


x FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 


£5.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the ` 


World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
x GOODBYE OZ CULTURE (Nicholas Maine) 
£3.50. A hard-hitting exposure of the perils facing 
Australia from non-white immig-ration and of the 
establishment lies being used to promote it. The author 
is an active campaigner against the betrayal of our 
brother nation. 1990, 125pp. 

x GORING (David Irving) £9.00. A lively and 
original biography of one of the most colourful and 
controversial figures of the Third Reich. 1989, 573pp. 


GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 


AN OLD 
FAVOURITE 
(See advert 
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CAPTAIN A. H. M. RAMSAY 
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pege kani look at modern world history. 1977, 
4Spp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well-written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 9Spp. 


HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


x HOLOCAUST ON TRIAL, THE (Robert Lenski) 
£14.20. The story of Ernst Zundel’s second trial, with 
illustrations and verbatim extracts from the transcript. 
1990, iv, 544pp. 

HOLOCAUST STORY AND THE LIES OF 
ULYSSES, THE (Paul Rassinier) £7.75. A socialist 
ex-inmate of Buchenwald and Dora concentration camps 
destroys the holocaust legend. Rassinier was decorated 
for his work in the French Resistance, so this is one 
revisionist they can’t smear. 1978, xviii, 447pp. 


x ICEBREAKER (Victor Suvorov) £16.99. A 
Russian defector shows how Stalin engineered the war 
with Germany and exploited it to advance world 
communism. 1990, xvii, 364pp. 


I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual exa.aination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter, in 
effect, testified that such installations could not have 
existed in German occupied Europe before or during 
1939-45. 1988, 66pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen): 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£5.75. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 
World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- 
ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00 hardback; £4.00 paperback. An exposure of the 
financial power that seeks to dragoon mankind into a 
global police state. 1972,288pp. 

x OTHER LOSSES (James Bacque) £4.50. Startling 
exposures by a French Canadian writer of the 
maltreatment and deaths suffered by German POWs 
under Eisenhower’s occupying US troops after World 
War II. 1989, 230pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £10.30. The author, a professional 
zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective and 
scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 


suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 


been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. A further 
well-argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 1974, 36pp. 


RED PATTERN OF WORLD CONQUEST (Eric 
Butler) £3.75. A distinguished Australian patriot shows 
that the advance of communism has been assisted by the 
weakness and treachery of western leaders. New ed. 
1985, 115pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 
x SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £7.25. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civil-isation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the early 1920s. Reprint of 1924 edition, 
19pp. 
x SABOTAGE AND TORTURE (Barbara Cole) 
£12.00. The story of the framing and maltreatment of 
white airmen in Robert Mugabe’s ‘Zimbabwe’. 1988, 
209pp. 
SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED, THE (W. 
Grimstad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘holocaust’ but 
other topics involved in the Jewish Question, including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 
170pp. 
SPECTRE OF POWER (Malcolm Ross) £6.00. The 
campaigning Canadian schoolteacher describes the 
vendetta against him by a powerful minority. 1987, 
165pp. 


Except where specifically stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the 
British National Party. 78p post-free. 


Where We Stand 


A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to 
enquirers. 28p post-free. 


BNP Election Manifesto 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 48p post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.25 post-free. 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto anoraks, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants 
coming into Britain and calling for repatriation. 
Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos. 

Gulf War: Moslem threat (new leaflet). This leaflet 
points out how the war in the Middle East has exposed 
big internal divisions in Britain, with many Moslems on 
one side and most of the indigneous population on the 
other — another indicator of the harmful consequences 
of the multi-racial and multi-faith society. 

If we were black... Leaflet drawing attention to special 
favours and privileges granted to ethnic minority groups 
by national and local government, and calling on Whites 
— particularly the young — to fight for their rights. 


STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.50. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist 
in today’s world. 1987, 61pp. 


THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating 
collection of quotations from a wide variety of writers, 
many of which are of direct relevance to the nationalist 
cause. 1986, 185pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled: Infiltration of the 
Government by members of subversive or criminal 
organisations for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organisations. 1979, 24pp. 

sx UNCONDITIONAL HATRED (Capt. Russell 
Grenfell) £8.00. An exposure of the hate campaign 
against Germany before and during World War II 
conducted by British politicians, together with its 
disastrous consequences. 1953, 273pp. 

UNHOLY ALLIANCE, THE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 
A former Canadian undercover police officer exposes 
the dirty tricks employed by communists and Zionists to 
misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Leaflet opposing 
Government plan to admit a quarter of a million or 
more Hong Kong Chinese into Britain. 

Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
Hang child murderers! Very powerful leaflet calling 
for the death penalty for the killers of little children. 
Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains how vast numbers of British jobs are being 
destroyed by the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 

Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 
Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 

Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflet has been 
prepared specially for areas where the BNP plans to put 
up candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or 


RALLY 91 


Vide 
British National Party Annual 
Rally, October 12th 1991 


: Hear:- 
STEVE TYLER (Chairman) 
M 


VIDEO 
See list on 


JOHN TYNDALL ~ 
next page o o 


BNP Recordings: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DATE: 3DW 


Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 


"REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 


between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established 
scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy among nationalists by its 
suggestion that Hitler had big financial backing from 
Wall Street. The author is an expert on the links 
between finance and politics. Read what he says and 
decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 

WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility for 
Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WHAT 1992 REALLY MEANS (Dr. Brian Burkitt 
& Mark Baimbridge) £1.50. Two academic economists 
show the dangers to Britain from involvement in the 
Single European Market. A booklet packed with facts 
and figures. 1989, 44pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power 
politics. 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £9.75. A 
study of the Jewish presence in 20th century history. 
1986, 216pp. 


ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
staff of the Institute for Historical Review. 


ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH, THE (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the holocaust myth. A ringing 
defence of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


local government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing 
the candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.10 for 1,000 and £4.65 for 2,000. 


BNP Posters (large) 


Tomorrow belongs to us! Picture of young couple with 
Union flags and mountain scene in background. Poster 
is in three colours and measures 17.7in x 24.85in. 
Price: 1-9 copies 30p each, 10-19 copies 26p each, 20- 
49 copies 20p each; 50 copies or over I5p each. 
Postage cost should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 12g. 


BNP Posters (medium) 


THREE-COLOUR POSTER 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! Poster version of 
leaflet on same theme (advertised in leaflet section). 
Contains photo of crowd of Chinese. 1-9 copies 15p 
each; 10-19 copies 13p each; 20-49 copies 10p each; 50 
copies or over 7'4p each. 

TWO-COLOUR POSTERS 

Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Poster version of leaflet on same theme 
(advertised in leaflet section). Collage of riot photos. 
Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets 1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA 
murderers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope 
with wife and youngster and flag in background. 
Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese .cars coming off 
boat. 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of mugging gang. 


Contd. overleaf 
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BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published 
in support of the British National Party, 
normally on a monthly basis. Sample 
copies will be sent on receipt of 48p 
(covering p&p). Subscription for 12 
issues is £6.00 (British Isles) or £8.25 
(overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £2.80 + 93p post 
25 copies £6.60 + £3.15 post 
50 copies £12.00 + £4.10 post 
100 copies £21.00 + £4.65 post 
150 copies £30.00 + £5.35 post 
200 copies £36.00 + £6.25 post 
300 copies £50.40 + £7.80 post 
400 copies £66.00 + £7.80 post 

500 copies £78.00 by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nat- 
ionalist, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders and 
enquiries concerning British Nationalist 
entirely separate from other corres- 
pondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. 


What’s happened to free speech? Drawing of white 
man with gag. Caption draws attention to state 
oppression and imprisonment of those who protest 
against immigrant invasion. 

Support White South Africa! This slogan in large 
white letters on blue background. 

Prices of two-colour medium-sized posters: 1-9 copies 
12p each; 10-19 copies 10p each, 20-49 copies 8p each; 
50 copies or over 6p each. 

Medium-sized posters measure 12.6in x 17.7in. Postage 
costs should be estimated on basis of one poster 
weighing app. 6g. 


BNP Stickers (two-colour) 


Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (same as poster) 

Ban imports! (same as poster) 


Stamp out muggers! (same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 

the rope! 

Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster 
British! 

Love the White Race: protect its future! 

Abortion is child murder: make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: outlaw homosexuality! 

Hong Kong Chinese: no room here! 

Stickers measure 3.5in x 2.5in. They are available in 

gummed-backed or self-adhesive form, each containing 

BNP name and address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Gummed-back stickers cost £4 per 1,000 or 40p per 

100. Self-adhesive stickers cost £1.50 per 100. Postage 

costs 34p per 100. 


BNP Stickers (single-colour) 


' Rights for Whites 


Stop immigration! Start repatriation! 
(Oblong stickers in red on white background) 


“BNP Circular sticker (two colour) 


Vote BNP. In red, white and blue with full name and 
address. 

The three foregoing stickers are self-adhesive and are 
priced at: Roll of 70 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


BNP Oblong sticker (two-colour) 

Union Jack and BNP logo. Red, white and blue self- 
adhesive sticker 314" x 214" with logo in top right-hand 
corner of flag. Roll of 60 for £1 plus 18p p&p. 


Norwich Branch stickers (two colour) 

Our final solution: REPATRIATION 

Third World refugees: NOT WANTED HERE! 
Charity begins at home: SCRAP OVERSEAS AID! 
Stickers are oblong and self-adhesive and bear the 
party’s national address. They should be ordered from 


Norwich BNP, 9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA. £1- 


for 50; £2 for 100 (18p p&p in either case. 


BNP Recordings 

Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 

Rally *90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Wells, Steve Smith, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally *89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 

Rally *87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 


Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 


Bruce and John Tyndall. 
Videos cost £12.00 plus 93p p&p. 


Rally ’82. Sound recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘Unite and fight for Britain’s future’. Speeches by 
Charles Parker and John Tyndall. 

Tyndall Speaks I. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Our Anglo- 
Saxon heritage’; (2) ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall Speaks II. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The case for 
nationalism’; (2) “Tragedy of the 20th century’ (about 
World War II). 

Tyndall Speaks III. Two studio talks: (1) ‘Why we 
must repatriate’; (2) ‘Foundations of the national 
community’. 

Tyndall Speaks IV. Two studio talks: (1) ‘The way to 
full employment”; (2) “The racial time-bomb’. 


Recordings are on audio-cassette and cost £3.50 plus 
34p p&p. 


Allied publications 

We recommend the following three publications which, 
although not connected with the British National Party, 
reflect a broadly similar viewpoint on national and 
international issues:- 


CANDOUR 
British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription (UK) £8.00 per year. 
Obtainable from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. 
GU33 7DD. 


BEHIND THE NEWS 


Highly informative newsletter edited by Ivor Benson. 
Enquiries from UK, Europe or Australasia to: PO Box 
29, Sudbury, Suffolk CO10 6EF. From North America 
to: PO Box 130, Flesherton, Ontario NOC 1FO, Canada. 
From South Africa to: PO Box 1564, Krugersdorp 
1740. Behind the News is a ‘must’ for your reading 
table. 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1.00. Write to: PO Box 
1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Are you selling Spearhead on the streets? 
The latter is of course the party’s main ELECTIONS 


Many readers of Spearhead would 
genuinely like to see the circulation of the 
magazine widen but are not taking enough 
practical steps to bring this about. One of 
these is to sell it on the streets along with 
the BNP paper British Nationalist. 
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organ and must be given priority. But when 
teams go out onto the streets and the door- 
steps to sell BN it costs them nothing extra 
in time or effort to take Spearhead with 
them too. First, the would-be customer is 
asked to buy a copy of BN. If he does so 
and seems to show genuine interest in the 
message, then is the time to say: ‘‘Here is 
another publication we produce, which 
approaches the question from a little more 
serious angle. It is only 70p. Would you like 
to buy one?” 

Try it, and you will be surprised how 
many people take the bait. And remember — 
Spearhead carries a larger profit margin than 
BN. For every three or four copies of the 
paper you sell, it should be possible to sell 
at least one copy of Spearhead! 

Some BNP branches are doing this and 
are glad of the extra revenue. If your branch 
hasn’t tried it yet, now’s the time to start! 


ALLIES IN THE STRUGGLE 


EAST LONDON 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY will be 
contesting a series of by-elections for Tower 
Hamlets Council in East London quite early in 
the new year. The expected polling day is 
Thursday, February 13th. However, the 
preparatory work starts now! 

Those willing and able to help should ring 
081 316 4721 for information. 


Thanks for the cards! 


The Editor and Mrs. Tyndall would like 
to take this opportunity to express their 
sincerest thanks to all those friends and 
supporters who were kind enough to send 
in greetings cards during the Yuletide 
season. We hope that all concerned will 
appreciate that to reciprocate in all cases 
would involve great expense, which would 
better be devoted to the good cause. For 
this reason it is our custom not to send 
cards out at Yuletide, except to a very 
small circle of relations and long-standing 


While John Morse (left) carries British family friends. It is hoped that this 
Nationalist, Derek Beackon (right) is to be ; message of thanks, together with our best 
i wishes to all for the new yéar, will suffice. 


seen selling Spearhead. 


OBITUARY 


JOHN LAWSON 


It was with great sadness that we heard of 
the death, on December 11th, of long- 
standing BNP loyalist John Lawson, of 
Seahouses, Northumberland. The cause, we 
understand, was stomach cancer. He was 52. 

John Lawson lived in a remote area some 
distance from any organised BNP branch, 
but he frequently travelled to attend events 
staged by the Tyneside Branch. We extend 
our deepest sympathies to his wife, to whom 
he was only recently married. 


COMMISSION ON 
OVERSEAS CHEQUES 


Would all overseas subscribers please note that 
our bank has recently raised the commission 
payable for negotiation of cheques paid to us in 
non-Sterling currencies. The commission is now 
£7 per cheque. As every such cheque requires to 
be paid in on its own, and cannot be included in 
an in-payment along with other cheques, this 
involves a further 50p, which is charged by the 
bank for every in-payment. The total therefore 
chargable on all payments made in overseas 
currencies is £7.50. This must be added to the 
sum payable for the subscription itself. Many 
subscribers of years’ standing still forget this rule 
and omit to add the commission. We are then 
obliged to debit their account by shortening the 
range of their subscription. 

Our advice to subscribers is to attempt to 
convert their payment to Sterling at the sender’s 
end, as it is normal for a lower commission to be 
charged in this case. 


Official video of Rudolf Hess memorial 
march/demonstration 1991. See BNP activ- 
ists in action with fellow European nation- 
alists. Only available from ‘UFC’ for £10. 
Send to BCM 4161, London WC1N 3XX. 


Racial Loyalty: A forthright newspaper for 
the survival and advancement of the White 


Race. Please send 25 US dollars by banker’s. 


International Money Order for one year’s 
subscription via surface mail or 35 US 
dollars via air mail to: COTC, PO Box 400, 
Otto, NC 28763, U.S.A. 


ELECTION FUND 


£5,000 


£651.60 has been 

| received in donations to 
the BNP Election Fund 
in the last month, bring- 
ing the total raised to Ro 
£2,129.00. This leaves 
£2,871 still to be raised 
to reach the funds target £3,000 
of £5,000. 

The fund has now 
become the top financial 
priority for the coming 
months. All donations 
should be marked 
“Election Fund” and sent 
to: British National £1,000 
Party, PO Box 117, 

Welling, Kent DAI6 
| IDW. Zero 


£2,000 


Contact your local party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a list of the main units:- 


NORTH WEST LONDON 
BM Box 3958, London WCIN 3XX 


EAST LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ 


HILLINGDON 
PO Box 275, Uxbridge, 
Middlesex UB10 8XU 


SOUTH WEST LONDON 
BCM Box 5103, London WCIN 3XX 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


EPPING FOREST 
PO Box 12, Loughton, Essex IG10 2DN 


WEST KENT 
PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Ashford TN26 3QP 


SUFFOLK 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham 


NORFOLK 
9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


MILTON KEYNES 
PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 


DEVON 
PO Box 1, Torrington EX38 8HQ 


SOUTH WALES 
PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


LEICESTER 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


PETERBOROUGH 
PO Box 211, Peterborough, Cambs. 
PE3 8JE 


NOTTINGHAM 


PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


WEST NOTTS. 
PO Box 5, Eastwood, Notts. NG16 3RN 


NEWARK 
PO Box 5, Newark, Notts. NG24 3LD 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 


MERSEYSIDE 
PO Box 241, Liverpool L69 7JS 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 SEP 


ROCHDALE 
PO Box 156, Rochdale, Lancs. OL77 SLG 


OLDHAM 


PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 


LEEDS 
PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 


BRADFORD 
PO Box 6, Thornton, Bradford BD13 3QF 


HUDDERSFIELD 
PO Box A43, Huddersfield HD1 4NN 


WAKEFIELD 
PO Box 26, Wakefield WF2 9YT 


DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 OYU 
HALIFAX 

PO Box 133, Halifax HX3 6HB 
DARLINGTON 

PO Box 61, Darlington, 

Co. Durham DL3 9RD 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields, NE33 1LP 


EDINBURGH 
PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 


GLASGOW 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


PAISLEY 
PO Box 72, Paisley PA2 OBH 


DUNDEE 
PO Box 161, Dundee DD1 9YR 


The BNP also has units in Richmond-on-Thames, Merton, Redbridge, Barking & Dagen- 
ham, Isle of Sheppey, Watford, Gloucestershire, Bristol, Hertfordshire, Bedford, Stour- 
bridge, Stoke-on-Trent, Walsall, Derby. Chesterfield, Grantham, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Blackpool, Batley, Hull, York, Tees-side, Sunderland, Stirling & Alloa, Fife, Cumbernauld, 
Greenock, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock (Ayrshire), Aberdeen, Inverness and Portadown (N. 
Ireland). If you want to make contact with any of these units, or start a new unit, please write 
to BNP Head Office at PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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The scandalous treatment of Fred Leuchter 


LAST MONTH we reported and commented 
on the respective cases of Fred Leuchter and 
Al Sharpton. Leuchter, it will be remem- 
bered, was the American engineer special- 
ising in the design of execution systems by 
means of gas, used in certain states in the 
USA. He was commissioned to visit the site 
of the former Auschwitz Concentration 
Camp with a view to inspecting the install- 
ations there and thereafter testifying as to 
whether they could have been used for 
gassing people. His findings were published 
in a document known as the Leuchter 
Report, and they amounted to a refutation of 
the Auschwitz ‘gas chamber’ legend. 
Leuchter visited this country to give a 
lecture on this subject but a few minutes 
after the lecture had begun he was “asked” to 
leave the meeting by police under the threat 
of arrest and later was deported on the 
grounds that his presence in the UK was 
“not conducive to the public good.” 
Information that we have received estab- 
lishes clearly that the action of the 
Government in throwing Leuchter out of 
Britain was taken as a result of intense 
pressure from Jewish organisations. 
Sharpton was an American Black agitator 


with a long record of troublemaking back in | 


the US, as a result of which he has served a 
prison sentence. He visited this country in 
the Spring of 1991 and was involved in two 
events which resulted in outbreaks of public 
disorder. By all reasonable criteria, Sharpton 
should have been banned from entering the 
UK on any subsequent occasion, but 
amazingly the Government allowed him in 
for a second visit in November, at the end 
of which he departed in his own good time. 

We have now received further information 
concerning the treatment of Fred Leuchter 
subsequent to his being taken away from the 
meeting by police, this coming from Texas 
Attorney Kirk D. Lyons, who is lodging an 
official protest on his behalf to the British 
Government. 

Apparently Mr. Leuchter was taken from 
Chelsea Town Hall to the local police 
station. At five minutes past midnight he 
was informed that on orders from the Home 
Office he was placed officially under arrest. 
He was then detained in a freezing cold 
police cell until the afternoon of the 
following day, during which time he was 


allowed no food or water and only one cup 
of coffee. In addition to this, his wife, who 
was accompanying him, was also detained — 
though no exclusion order against her had 
been issued by the Government. She too was 
given neither food nor water, notwith- 
standing the fact that she is a diabetic. 
Even in the case of people arrested for 
serious criminal offences, it is customary for 
them when in detention to be accorded the 


normal right of food and heating in their | 


cells. This right was not given to Fred 
Leuchter nor even to his wife, who had done 
nothing to earn the opprobrium of the law. 
- Quite apart from the very valid question 
of why Leuchter should have been banned 


from this country in the first place, when a 


creature like Sharpton was allowed in, the 
treatment of Leuchter after he had been 
detained is a scandal of the first magnitude 
and a national disgrace which should cause 
every self-respecting Briton to hang his head 
in shame. 

We know on whose say-so Leuchter was 
declared an ‘undesirable’ visitor to this 
country. What we would also like to know is 
on whose instructions he and his wife were 
then given the disgusting and barbaric 
treatment they received when in police 
custody? 

These are questions that Mr. Lyons has 
raised with the British Government. We will 
be interested to hear what the latter has to 
say for itself. 


Are you a candidate for 
THE WELLING CLUB? 


“THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY has reached a stage of its development at which 
there beckon to it enormous possibilities for growth and expansion. The problem at 
the moment is that for it to exploit these possibilities more money is needed. With 
membership increasing all the time, revenue from subscriptions and ordinary 
donations is increasing correspondingly. Most of this revenue, however, is consumed 
in the financing of the ordinary everyday expansion in the party’ s organisation. Little, 
if anything, is left to pay for the pioneering of new avenues of development which 


“the party is anxious to pursue. 


Recently, the party leadership has been exploring new ways to increase the 
party's revenue. As a result, the Welling Club has been formed. 

The purpose of the Welling Club is to bring together a circle of party supporters 
who are in a position, and who wish, to contribute a regular sum of money to finance 
the party over and above that which is payable by ordinary member’s subscription. 

If the party has such an additional source of income on which it can rely, it is much 
better placed to embark on expansion schemes than if it were to depend on ordinary 
irregular donations, which may or may not be forthcoming. 

Membership of the Welling Club is open to those able and willing to guarantee a 
regular donation to the British National Party of £20 a month. O 

To be a member of the Welling Club, it is not necessary to be a card-carrying | 


member of the British National Party. 


In return for their £20 monthly contributions to the BNP, members of the Welling o 
Club will receive regular bulletins containing important news of party development | 
of a kind not normally reported publicly. In other words, they will be kept abreast of | 
what the party is doing with the additional financial resources which their contrib- | 


utions will provide. 


In addition to this, there will be a once-yearly dinner to which members of the Club | 
“will be invited free of charge, which will be addressed by the party Chairman. o 
Those who wish to become members of the Welling Club should write to: The | 
Welling Club, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW, enclosing their first monthly | 
contribution of £20. To facilitate subsequent monthly contributions, a system of | 
payment by banker's order is available. Details of this will be provided on receipt of 


applications and initial payments. 


To give a lead to others, the Chairman of the BNP, Mr. John Tyndall, has enlisted - 
as the first and founding member of the Welling Club. We hope that those who lo can 


follow this load will p om do so! 


Find out about tha British National Party 


Send 30p for information pack to:- 
P.O. BOX 117 


WELLING 
KENT DA16 3DW 


(Telephone enquiries to 081 316 4721) 
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